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LONDON, AUGUST 13, 1887. 


CURRENT TOPICS. 


© Ma. Justice Norra has announced that he will hear witness 
ms from October 31 to November 17. 





/) Tur ust of Chancery appeals at the commencement of. the 
inity Sittings numbered seventy-one, and the number disposed of 

Guring the sittings was sixty-six, besides five which stand over. At 

fhe present time there are fifty-nine Chancery appeals in the list, 
ides the five which stand over. 


| Norwrrusranpine that a large amount of work has been disposed 

Mt by the judges ef the Chancery Division during the Trinity 

Sittings, the liste, which at the commencement of the sittings 

entained 786 cases, including adjourned summonses, contain, at 
rising of the courts, no fewer than 789 cases, which will, of 
e, be largely added to before the courts sit egain. 





4 

| Mr. Justice Kexewrcn will, in the Michaelmas Sittings, appoint 
on request, for the trial of actions proceeding in the Liver- 

gol and Manchester District Registries. Motions in actions pro- 

eeding in either of those registries will be taken every Saturday, 

pd other interlocutory business in those actions on alternate 


Saturdays, commencing with Liverpool business on October 29. 


H 


ibyer since February, 1886. The learned judge d 





© On Tvrspay last Mr. Justice Norra delivered judgment in the 


p of Billing v. Brogden, which had been standin udgment 


bed 


baving given him more labour and anxiety than any other case 


fied before him. This is no doubt so, but we may a 


Pespectfully suggest that he has given more time either to the 


ideration of the case or to forgetting all about it, than any 


mdge since Lord Expon. 





’ From 4 catcotation made by inspection of the Chancery cause 
oks, it appears that the five Chancery judges have, during the 
esent sittings, disposed of about 120 actions and farther 
meiderations. It is estimated that in the Chancery lists at the 

lommencement of the sittings the numbers of these classes were 

bout 555, so that 435 still remain undisposed of. Although 


Sonsiderable portion of these 435 consists of cases standing over 


id otherwise ineffective, it is obvious that a sixth judge is 
freatly needed to reduce the present arrears. 





4 A casz of Re Little, which we report elsewhere, seems to settle 


B point on which, we believe, there has existed a diversity of 


(Practice among the judges of the Chancery Division—viz 


Y 
a 


-) Whether, 
an application under section 39 of the Con cin 1881, |? 
& married woman for removal of the verte gy Boe od 
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for the loan, inquired of the p mortgagor the nature of th® 

and had been informed by him that the tenant was a 
early tenant at a rent of £80. And before the completion of the 
the mortgagor had expressly stated that there was no 
written agreement with reference to the tenancy. It was, how- 
ever, contended that the solicitor ought to have made inquiry of 
the tenant as to the terms of the tenancy. At the trial the jury 
found that the solicitor had not made reasonable inquiries as to the 
terms of the tenancy; that if such inquiries had been made the 
valuer’s estimate would have been reduced, if the agreement were 
binding, to £350, and that the actual value of the premises, at the 
time the advance was made, was £300, and at present £200, Upon 
this finding Mr. Justice Sreruey, ‘‘ with some degree of doubt, and 
not without considerable regret,”” gave judgment for the plain- 
tiffs. We presume that the case will be appealed, and we shall 
not, on the information contained in the report which we reproduce 
elsewhere, predict the result ; but we may point out that, according 
to Fry v. Tapson (33 W. R. 113), it is not properly within the 
scope of the employment of solicitors for trustees to select a valuer. 
In that case eminent solicitors gave evidence that, if asked to name 
a valuer, the ordinary course was to submit a name or names to 
the trustees and to tell them everything which the solicitor knew 
to guide their choice, but to leave the choice to them. Is it within 
the of the solicitor’s employment to instruct the valuer when 
eiaatel os the trustees? In most cases no one else can do so with 
the same efficiency, but the lesson of the recent case is that the 
solicitor ought simply to lay before the trustees all the information 
he as to the property, and leave them to frame the in- 
structions to the valuer. It would appear that a solicitor who 
takes it upon himself to instruct the valuer is bound to verify 
5 Mp osasere of the proposed mortgagor bearing on the value 
of Property before he gives his instructions. Qw.: is it not 


’ 


the ag Ay the valuer when he visits the premises to ascertain 
from the tenant the amount of his rent and the terms of his 
tenancy ? 





Tue But to amend the Settled Land Act, 1882, which is 
being rapidly passed through Parliament, embodies clause 57 of the 
Land Transfer Bill relating to the redemption of improvement 
charges. It will be remembered that in Re Knatchbull’s Settled 
Rotate (33 W. R. 569, 27 Ch. D. 349, 29 Ch. D. 588) it was held 
that such charges could not be properly paid off (in the sense of 
— extinguished) out of capital moneys arising under the Settled 

Act, though the Lords Justices thought that probably the 
trustees might apply such capital moneys in buying up the rent 
charges. The present Bill provides that, “Where eny improve- 
ment of a kind authorized by the [Settled Land Act, 1882], has been 
or may be made either before or after the passing of this Act, and 
a rent charge, whether temporary or perpetaal, has been or may be 
created in pursuance of any Act of Parliament, with the object of 
paying off any moneys advanced for the purpose of defraying the 
etd of such improvement, any capital money expended in 

ing such rent charge, or otherwise providing for the pay- 
ment thereof, shall be deemed to be applied in payment for an 
improvement authorized hy the principal Act;” and that “any 
improvement in payment for which capital money is applied or 
deemed to be applied under the provisions of the preceding section 
shall be deemed to be an improvement within the meaning of 
section 28 of the principal Act, and the provisions of such 
last-mentioned section shall, so far as applicable, be deemed to 
apply to such improvement.” 


An Isrerestixe rivsteation of the fallibility of opinion evidence 
of identity was mentioned in the House of Commons last week. 
We took occasion some time ago (29 Soxicrtons’ Jovznat, 750) 
to discuss the question of the weight to be attached to this 
evidence, and to point out the caution with which it should be 
received. In the case to which the attention of the Home 
Secretary was drawn last week, a City detective had identi- 
fied a pri as a man who had been formerly convicted, 
but his mistake on the man formerly convicted being 

in court. It appeared, however, that the resemblance 
the two men was most extraordinary, extending not 


merely to general appearance, features and height, but also to 


deformities and marks which are usually considered to aff 





the strongest evidence of identity. Each of the men had two scar 


on the chin and a cast in one eye. The case reminds one 


Heasman’s in 1868, where a woman swore, at a coroner’s inquest, ~ 
that a dead body was that of her husband, on the ground both of © 
ce and of a wound upon a finger which her © 
husband had, and which was also found on the body. The body was — 
clearly proved to be that of a different man. The fact appearsto ~ 


general resemb 


be that instances of persons almost absolutely similar in appearancg 
are not so uncommon as is usually supposed. 





Ir 1s wor unusvat for spinster testatrixes to provide by their © 
wills for their domestic pets. . Mr. Justice Currrr the other day ~ 











had a case before him where a lady had made provision for the © 
maintenance of several dogs during their lives; and the learned — 


judge remarked that the proper way of making such gifts wag — 
to give an annuity to a person, to cease at the death of the © 
He also said that doubts had often crossed his © 


animal. 


mind as to whether such gifts might not violate the rule against © 


perpetuities. There can be no doubt that the life contemplated ig 


the rule against perpetuities is the life of a human being, and if © 
apparently could not be a violation of the rule to make a gift te ~ 
a living dog or cat, as the duration of life of such animals ig ~ 


toh rad 


usually shorter than that of a human being. But take the case of © 
an elephant. Would it be legal to give an annuity to a person | 
to cease at the death of an elephant when, as is well known, an | 


elephant’s life is far longer than the life of a man? 








THE LAW OF GIFTS YNTER VIVOS. 


I. 
Limits of the discussion in these articles—Where a gift inter 


vivos is alleged to be made, several questions arise. 


First, when the legal ownership of the property is transferred, it 
may be a matter of doubt whether it was intended to make a gift © 


to the transferee or to create a trust for the transferor ; and it will © 
be found that, in the absence of any other circumstances, the © 


answer to the question whether it was intended to make a gift or 


to create a trust depends upon whether the transferor was bound to ~ 


provide for the transferee. 


Secondly, where it is clearly intended to make a gift by trans. 
ferring the legal ownership, the question may arise whether that 4 


intention was carried into effect. 


Thirdly, the donor may make a gift of the equitable interest, 4 
only retaining the legal ownership in himself. In this case the © 


question arises, Has he effectually constituted himself a trustee ? 


Fourthly, the legal estate may be outstanding in a trustee, © 


The question here arises, Is the transfer effectual ? 


and the intention may be to transfer the beneficial interest only, ~ 


Fifthly, the donor may have the legal interest and intend to 
make a gift by transferring the legal interest to one person in trust ~ 


for another. Here two questions present themselves : (1) Is the 


transfer of the legal interest effectual? (2) Has the donor effee- 
tually declared the trusts of the beneficial interest ? 
We intend to discuss all these questions. We do not, however, 


intend to discuss the questions that often present themselves—viz:, — 
under what circumstances a transfer of property by way of gift is” 


pia 5 


9 


yer. 


void as against creditors under 13 Eliz. c. 5, made perpetual by © 


value under 27 Eliz. c. 4, made perpetual by 39 


gagee ? 


29 Eliz. c. 5; or where a conveyance of “lands, tenements, or | 
other hereditaments ’’ is void as against a subsequent purchaser i“ 
iz. Cc. 18 be 
The questions that arise under these statutes are not what con- 
stitutes a gift, but, assuming that a gift was effectually made, © 
under what circumstances can it be set aside by a creditor or mort © 


Every declaration of trust inter vivos of “land, tenements, and ~ 


hereditaments” must be in “‘ writing, signed by 


3 Ves. 696); but it must be signed by 











the person who is | 
by law entitled to declare such trust.” (See the Statute of Frauds, 
29 Car. 2, c. 3,8. 7.) We do not intend to discuss the questions 2 
that arise under this section; but we may mention that it is nob ™ 
necessary that the trust should have been created in writing: it is © 
sufficient if it be proved by a writing duly signed ( Forster v. Hale, 
e person beneficially en- 7 
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titled (Tierney v. Wood, 19 Beav. 330; Kronheim v. Johnson, 7 
Ch. D. 60; Leman v. Whitley, 4 Russ. 423); and the nature 
of the trust must be proved by the writing (Smith v. Matthews, 8 
D. F. J. 139; Davies v. Otty, 33 Beav. 540). 

We shall discuss only two of the points that arise under gifts 
made by deed, or, as they are often called, voluntary deeds; asthe 
discussion of all the questions that arise under deeds of this mature 
would almost require a treatise to itself. 

We shall not discuss the law of shipping, and only touch inci- 
dentally on the law of real property. 

A gift must be voluntary on the part of the donor.—In a curious 
case, 42 Edw. 3, 4, pl..16, where the sheriff attempted to prescribe 
that the inhabitants of a certain hundred ought to give him a 
demi-mark or a horse whenever he held his tourne there, Mow- 
brey, J, said, in his judgment, “ every gift is at the will of the 

or. 

It should, perhaps, be remarked, once for all, that the 
word ‘‘ done” in the year books, usually translated “ gift,” does 
not necessarily imply that no consideration passed; compare the 
expressions ‘‘to give” in tail, ‘‘donee” in tail, where there is 
necessarily consideration, if the reversion is retained by the donor, 
owing to the tenancy created. 

It is not necessary that the donor should express in words his 
intention to make the gift, it suffices if the intention is manifested 
by his acts: see the cases post. It should, perhaps, be observed 
that a promise to make a gift in the future does not amount to an 
immediate gift: Re Ridgeway (15 Q. B. D., at p. 449). 

Where there is a patent ambiguity as to the subject matter of the 
gift it may be made good by election.—‘' It I give to a man m 
cow or my horse, he can take either at his election ; but if 
promise to give him my cow or my horse ata future time, it is 
in my election to give him which I choose”: per Rede, J., 21 
Hen. 7, 18, Br. Done. 19. “If I give you one of my horses, 
although that be uncertain, yet by your election that may be made 
a good gift”: Mervyn v. Lyds (Dyer, at p. 91a. (11)). 

The donee must be ascertained.—“ If one gives a thing to J. 8. 
or N. T., it is bad for the uncertainty” (11 Hen. 7, 12, pl. 4). 
“G. said to J. that he gave goods to one of the sons of J., and that 
J. might take them ;” held bad (Paston § Genney’s case, 11 Edw. 
4, 2, pl. 2, Br. Done, 31). See Roberts v. Roberts (11 Jur. N. 8. 
992); Hughes v. Stubbs (11 Jur. N. 8. 913) for instances of the 
donee not being properly ascertained. 

The donee must be capable of taking.—Accordingly, a shroud put 
on a corpse remains the property of the person to whom it belonged 
at the time when it was put on, as a dead body is not capable of 
taking: Haynes’s case (12 Rep. 113; same case, Srd Instit. 110). 
This is a point necessary to be remembered where a testator wishes 
to provide for a lapdog or a favourite horse; as a dog or a horse 
is incapable of taking, the proper course in such a case is to 
give the legacy to a person with a request, so framed as not to be 
a trust, that he will maintain the dog or horse. 

The gift must be accepted by the donee.—The donee is not forced 
to accept a gift: per Mellish, LJ., Hill v. Wileon (8 Ch., 
at p. 893); see 7 Edw. 4, 29, pl. 14. Where the gift is made by 

l, it does not vest in the donee till acceptance (note by 
ing, 8., London and Brighton Railway Co. v. Fairclough (2 
Man. & Gr. 691); on the other hand, where it is made by deed, it 
vests in the donee till he disclaims (7 Edw. 4, 20, pl. 41), and, 
notwithstanding what is said in that case, the disclaimer need not 
be | Be pepe Townson v. Tickell (8 B. & Al. 81); Peacock v. 
Eastland (10 Bq. 20). 

Infant.—It appears that an infant can accept a gift, though he 
may repudiate it on coming of age (see Co. Lit. 2b.). We appre- 
hend, however, that, owing to the personal. incapacity of the infant, 
the acceptance must be made by or with the consent of his guardian, 
though probably the consent of the guardian might readily de 

m circu . 

A well-known example of the right of an infant to repudiate a 
gift on his coming of age is afforded by the transfer to, or purchase 
in the name of, an infant of shares in a company. He can, on at- 
taining twenty-one, if the transfer or purchase was made by a per- 
son in looo tis, claim to keep them as an advancement, or may 
repudiate them: Reed's case (24 Beav. 318); Richardson's case 
(19 Eq. 588); Weston’s case (5 Ch. 614); Manna’ case (3 Ch. 459 
note); Curtis's ease (6 Eq. 455), 

ere is a very interesting case (Zhe Wardens of the House of 





the Minor Brothers of London, 11 H. 4, 31) which 
on 


is 
an infant out of custody of his father, strips him of the 
he was wearing and puts 
escapes and returns to his father, the latter is not liable in 
a pret taken rg clothes in ip hes _, pagal 

e ju thought that the acts of stripping 
now: alstnes on tan, aaa te i ye 
one of the judges said: “If an 
puts new clothes on her, the husband may take his wife 
the clothes.” 

This case is a most useful decision ; it may be cited 
tage at the present day. It sometimes 
young girl is taken out of her parents’ for an 
porpees, sod is seoant, Resets SS rear ee 

er out of her parents’ of taking criminal 
her or the person rescuing for stealing the 
wears when she is rescued; and this decision 
threats may be disregarded. 

In criminal cases clothes and other 
children by their parents are often laid to be 
parents, especially while the children are of 
good either way. At the Old Bailey, 1701, 
and Lovell, Recorder, doubted w the 
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ad tty oe 
which was taken from the neck of a child w: worn it for four 
years ought not to be laid in the father. But Tanner, who had 
been an ancient clerk of the court, said that it had always been 
used to lay it to be the goods of the child in such case, and that 
many indictments which had laid them to be the of the 
father had been ordered to be altered by the judge (2 Pleas of 
the Crown, ch. xvi. s. 91). See, to same effect, note to Foragate’s 
case (1 East C. C. 464). j 
Gifts by husband to wife—It should be observed that prior to 


1883 a husband could not ler the legal ownership of chattels 
to his wife, and that therefore the only manner in which he could 
give them to her was by constituting himself a trustee for her. In 
some cases it has been held that an attempted assign a 
husband to his wife operated as a declaration of trust by him in 

favour: Grant v. Grant (34 Beav. 623); Mews v. Mews (15 Beav. 


529); Baddeley v. Baddeley (9 Ch. D. 113); For v. Hawkes (13 
Ch. D. 822); but these decisions are of questi authority: Re 
Breton (17 Ch. D. 416). . 


Before 1883, the mere fact of a husband allowing his wife to open 
a banking account did not operate asa gift to her of the moneys 
paid iu to her account: Lloyd v. Pughe (8 Ch. 88), or of his 
allowing her to carry on business did not render the 
separate estate: Re Whittaker 21 Ch. D. 657); but on the latter 
point see the Married Women’s 1 
See as to the effect of a purchase by a husband in the name of 
to 
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his wife, or in the joint names of hi , 
chase in the name of a person whom the purchaser ts bound 


Gift by morvied somen-—in come neh. Sting waren ee Bese 
Woman’s Pro Act, 1882, a gift of 

a stranger with her husband’s consent is effectual : 
(1 Atk. 270). 
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REVIEWS. 
MARINE INSURANCE. 


ARNOULD ON THE Law oF ManinE Insurance. Srxtu EpIrion. 
By Davin Macracuian, M.A., Barrister-at-Law. Stevens & 
Sons, H. Sweet & Sons, and W. Maxwell & Son. 


Since the appearance of the last edition of this work in 1877, the 
cases upon its subject have been many and important, no less than 
eight, for instance, having been taken to the House of Lords during 
the last four or five years. We have tested the book in connection 
with cases great and small, and, with the exception of the compara- 
tively unimportant Difiori v. Adams (53 L. J. Q. B. 437), have not 
been able to discover a single omission, and the only criticism we 
have to make on this branch of the editing is that a reference to the 
text ought to have been given at the single ‘‘ Addendum ” of Marine 
Insurance Uo. vy. China Transpacific Steamship Co. (11 App. Cas. 573), 
together with some comment upon its effect, more ne arene | as the 
editor draws special attention in the preface to the ‘‘ three per cent. 
memorandum.” As to the mode in which the new cases have been 
inserted, we have, as a rule, nothing but praise to bestow. Take, for 
instance, Inglis v. Stock (10 App. Cas. 263). The principle is first 
clearly stated, and then we have, what is necessary in cases of this 
kind, a full statement of the facts and of the mode in which the de- 
eision was arrived at. We are glad to observe, too, that Mr. 

continues fearlessly to express his own opinion where he 
hap to differ from learned judges, as where he says that Burton 
v. English (12 Q. B. D. 218) and Crooks v. Allan (5 Q. B. D. 38) 
“‘camnot be sustained before any court in England” (page 861), 
though it is going too far to speak, even in a note (page 103), of a 
- eget erroneous decision of the Lords.” 
e rather regret to notice that the lengthy comments on Lohre 
v. Aitchison and on the meaning of ‘‘averuge” are still retained. 
These do great credit to the editor’s learning and research, but we 
cannot think them of much assistance to the reader; and we 
would suggest, too, that the time has come when the facts of the 
— cases. might be either omitted or condensed with great 
vantage. 

In the way of addition it would have been well to have given the 
whole of the Act 34 Vict. c. xxi., incorporating ‘‘ Lloyds,”’ which, 
being a local Act, is not easily accessible. Curiously enough it is 
not referred to in the index, nor are the ‘‘rules,” where referred to 
in the text (see page a stated to be printed in the appendix. 

Theindex is remarkably good, both in quality and quantity, but we 
pr aphes observe that in the great majority of cases a reference to 
y one set of reports is given. 





BANKRUPTCY, 


A TREATISE ON THE LAW OF BANKRUPTOY, CONTAINING A FULL 
EXPOSITION OF THE PRINCIPLES AND PRACTICE OF THE LAW, IN- 
CLUDING THE LAW UNDER THE Bankruptcy Act, 1883, THE 
Brits or Sate Acts, 1878 anp 1882, anp SECTION 10 OF THE 
JUDICATURE AcT, 1875, ALSO THE LAW RELATING TO PRIVATE 
ARRANGEMENTS WITH CREDITORS. SIxTH EprTion. By GErorGcE 
Youne Ronson, Esq., Barrister at-Law. Reeves & Turner. 


The present edition of Mr. Robson’s well-known work appears as a 
stately volume, with all the advantages which excellent type and 
a la > heer As regards the decisions on the Bankruptcy Act 
and Bills of Sale Acts since the last edition, we may say that the 
characteristic of former editions is preserved ; the cases are digested — 
not merely strung together in foot-notes or the head-notes copied in 
the text. There are few books which have passed through so many 
editions and yet read so much like a new book written in view of the 
latest, as well as the earlier cases. A new chapter on private arrange- 
ments with creditors has been added, in which the subject is very 
fully considered under the heads of compositions, i ts, 

the effect of these on the remedies of creditors and on sureties and 
secured creditors ; and forms relating to statutory arrangements with 
creditors have been added to the appendix. 


SUMMARY JUDGMENT, 
Tae Law AND Procepv2ze or SumMARY JUDGMENT ON SPECIALLY- 
Inporsed Writs unDER Onper 14. By C. CAvANAGH, B.A., 

LL B., Barrister-at-Law. Waterlow & Sons (Limited). 

Mr. Cavanagh has produced a very valuable and complete little 
treatise on order 14. He cites and discusses all the cases on the 
subject (so far as we have been able to discover) with much acumen. 
His references to cases have dates, and though only one set of reports 
referred to in the text, all the others are to be found in the table 
We observe that Mr. Ca 
v. Lavington (13 Q. B. D. 347), 
We doubt the i ci 
is done in Lascelles case (see p. 128), but a 





little occasional prolixity is the only fault we have to find with the. 
work, 
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EQUITY INDEX. 


Cuitry’s INDEX TO ALL THE REPORTED CASES DECIDED IN THE | 
SEVERAL Courts oF Equity In ENGLAND, THE Privy Counc, © 
AND. THE House oF Lorps, WITH A SELECTION oF IRIsH CAsEs, 
ON OR RELATING TO THE PRINCIPLES, PLEADING, AND PRACTICE 
or Equiry AND BANKRUPTOY; FROM THE EARLIEST PERIOD, 
Fourtu Eprrion. By Henry Epwarp Hirst, B.C.L., MA. 
Barrister-at-Law. Vol. 4. Stevens & Sons; H. Sweet & Sons; 
W. Maxwell & Son. 


This volume brings the Index up to the end of the letter O, and 
includes the im t headings of “Statute of Limitations,” “Ine ~ 
surance,” “Landlord and Tenant,” “Legacy,” and “‘ Mo M; 
Taking the Statute of Limitations heading alone, the ten 1 
sub-headings under which the matter is arranged form an excelleng 
guide to the various branches of the subject ; and by the numerong 
sub-sub-headings and minuter divisions the reader can, from the” 
table prefixed to the title, find his way with little difficulty to the © 
matter he is in search of. The arrangement of matter in the different 
divisions appears to be careful and convenient. 


_— — ra 


PETITION OF RIGHT. 4 

Tu Law AND Practice OF PETITION OF RIGHT UNDER THE PETITIONS ~ 
or Riaut Act, 1860. By Watrer CLobz, Barrister-at-Law, ~ 
William Clowes & Sons (Limited). % 
This is a very satisfactory book upon an entirely new subject. There ~ 
is a very full statement of the cases and authorities in the first | 
part, and the Act of 1860 is P mgr with copious notes in the | 
second. There is also an appendix containing a title of all petitions | 
of right presented between 1860 and 1876, shewing their subject= ~ 
matter and result, and an appendix of the laws of the subject in 
Ireland, Scotland, and ‘certain colonies and dependencies.” Very ~ 
t research and pains have evidently been expended by the writer, — 
and though the antiquarian portion of the subject is very fully dealt © 
with, we are not prepared to say that the author has gone too far ~ 
in this respect. & 
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CHARTER-PARTIES,. 


Tue ConTract oF AFFREIGHTMENT AS EXPRESSED IN OHARTER- © 
PARTIES AND Brus oF Lavina, By T, E. Sorutron, M.A., LL.B, ~ 
Barrister-at-Law. William Clowes & Sons (Limited), ; 

Mr. Scrutton has attempted the difficult task of reducing the 
law of his subject ‘‘to a series of principles in the form of & © 
digest,” and has added notes “‘ either di ing the numerous legal 
difficulties which arise, or stating the present commercial practice,” 
The notes are very good indeed, short and sensible, and Mr. Scratton ~ 
has followed the example of Lord Blackburn in his ‘‘ Contract of 
Sale" in giving the dats of the decisions referred to. He is, to 
our thinking, quite right in having omitted old authorities, which 
have become by change of time o The book is one which ~ 
promises well. . 
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stated in the House of Commons last week that | 


Home : 
criminals registered in the Oriminal 


Secretary 
there are about 34,000 photographs of 
Investigation Department. 4 

At the Bristol Assizes, on the 8th inst., before Mr. Justice Cave, with- 
out a jury, the case of The Guardians of the Thornbury Union v. Greenfield and 
Others was heard, which raised an important question as to the appoint- 
ment and salary of an assistant overseer, and the consequences to his 
sureties of an alteration in the latter. Greenfield was appointed an | 
assistant overseer for the township of Hinton and Berkeley, and entered 
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into a bond with two sureties for the due performance of his duties, under 4 
59 Geo. 3, c.12. In 1879 the vestry agreed to raise his from £10 — 
to £15 a year. ee See ees Boe 
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CASES OF THE WEEK. 
WELDON v. NEAL—O. A. No. 1, 4th August. 


Practice—AMENDMENT—AppinG Causes or ACTION BARRED BY THE Statute 
or LimrraTIons. 


On the lst of September, 1883, the plaintiff, Mrs. Weldon, ery 
action -' ay ay sonnet sr Bang we ges At the trial the plain 
nonsuited on the ground that she not alleged special damage 
statement of claim, the judge refusing herleave toamend. Subsequently, 
the Court of y “¥" granted a new trial, giving the ** leave 
smend.”” On the 6th of April, 1887, the plaintiff amended her claim by 
adding on ye containing claims for assault and false ment, 
which, if a action were commenced in respect » would be 
barred by the Statute of Limitations, The Divisional Court (Field and 
Wills, JJ.) ordered those paragraphs to be struck ont. The plaintiff 
ed. Clarapede v. Commercial Union Association (82 W. R. 262), 
wa v. North Metropolitan Tramways Co. (34 W. R. 317, 16 Q. B. D. 
to. 


= 
SEB 


s 


556), and Doyle v. Kaufman (26 W. R. 98, 3 Q. B. D. 340) were referred 

Tuz Court (Lord Esuzr, M.R., Linpiey and Lopzs, L.JJ.), dis 
missing the appeal, said that where an amendment was allowed it was 
subject to this rule, that no amendment should be made which would 
injuriously alter the rights which the parties would have if there were no 
amendment. In this case, if a fresh action were bronght 2 sapens of 
these new claims, the defendant would have the Statute of as 
adefence, whereas he would be deprived of that defence if the amendment 
were sllowed. The court would thereby deprive the defendant of a right, 
and would be allowing the plaintiff to take advantage of the old action to 
get rid of the statute. Except under the most extreme 
court would not sanction that. 


circumstances 
The paragraphs must, therefore, be 
struck out.—CovunsEL, Wood Hill. F 


Soxrcrror, J. Neal. 


“MAPLE & 00. », EARL OF SHREWSBURY—C. A. No. 1, 9th August, 


Practice—Payment tnto Court—Dentat or Liasitiry—JvRIspICcTION TO 
Orper Payment ovr—R. 8S. C., 1883, XXII., 6 (c.). 


In an action for £21,000, the Guin of goods sold and delivered, the 
plaintiffs applied for judgment under order 14. The judge made an order 
giving the defendant liberty to defend on paying £15,000 into a bank for 

benefit of those whom it might concern, with liberty to any party to 
apply The defendant then delivered a defence in which he denied 
Viability and alternatively paid £3,000 into court as sufficient with the 
£15,000 in the bank to satisfy the plaintiffs’ claim. The plaintiffs applied 
for an order that the £18,000 be paid out to them, at the same time 
wishing to continue the action. The Divisional Court (Grove, J., and 
Huddleston, B.) made the order. The defendant appealed. 

Tue Court allowed the appeal. Lord Esner, M.R., said that the 
defendant had been allowed to defend the action upon certain terms. 
After the defence denying liability and alternatively x. money into 
court, ord. 22, r. 6, became applicable. The plainti clause (a.) 
might have accepted the £18,000 in satisfaction of their claim, and taken 
itout of court. But the plaintiffs did not do so, and clause (c.) applied. 
Under that clause, if a plaintiff did not accept in satisfaction the sum paid 
in, and procéeded with the action, the money was to remain in court and 
be subject to the order of the court—that is, subject to the final order of 
the court after the case was tried or the defence withdrawn. As 
therefore, as there was a defence on the record undetermined, no 


z 


could be made for payment of the money out. Lixpizy and Lorzs, L.J 
concurred. 


J. 
—Oounsat, J. G. Witt; Cock, Q.0., (Sir R. B. Webster, A.G., 
with him). Soxicrrons, Lumley ¢ Lumley ; Hadden, Woodward, $ Co. 


PROOTOR v. BENNIS—O. A. No. 2, 4th August. 
Parent—InrriInGEMENT—ACQUIESCENCE BY PLAINTIFF. 


This action was brought to restrain the infringement of the plaintiff's 

ent by the defendants. One of the defences raised was acquiescence 

‘the defendants’ infringement by reason of the plaintiff not having given 
them notice of infringement. 

Tux Court or Aprzat (Corron, Bowen, and Fry, L JJ.) overruled this 
defence. Corton, L.J., said that it was not a question of granting an 
ey injunction, in which case the court would not interfere if the 
plaintiff had not been prompt in coming for relief, but the question was 
whether the plaintiff's rights were barred at the trial of the action. It 
was said that when the defendants were their machines the 

tiff went to purchasers and asked them to give bis 
g them that they would find it a better one. Did 
that the defendants were at liberty to 
meant rather that, whatever the plaintiff's rights migh 
matter of superiority was enough for his particular purpose. 
raid that the plaintiff had acquiesced in what the defendants had done by 
not giving them. notice that they were infringing his apes But the 
rights of a patentee did not depend on his giving notice 


the fact that the defendants had acted bond would not them 
from an injunction. In Ramsden vy. Dyson (1 H. L. 140) Oranworth 
said :— “If a s to build on my land, su it to be his 
own, and I, perceiving his mistake, abstain from him t, and 


leave him to pereevere in his error, a court of equity will not allow me 
afterwards to assert my title to the land on which he had expended 
on the su tion thet the land was hisown. It considers when 

sew the mistake inte which he had fallen, it wes my duty active 
and to state my adverse title; and thet it would be dishonest in me to 
remain wilfully passive on such an occasion, in order afterwards to profit 
by the mistake which I might have prevented.”” It was not shewn that 


i 


s 





the | same time his wish 


none. There was no 
sentation upon which the 
and Fay, L JJ., concurred. 
Q.0., and Maberly ; Aston, Q.0., and Bousfeld ; 
; 0. L. Clare. Boxrtcrrons, 4. Macdonald Blair, Manchester ; 
Manchester ; Johnston, Harrison, § Powell ; Chester, Mayhew, ¢ Co. 


Re SPENOCER’S WILL—O. A. No, 2, 5th August. 
Wu1t—Oonsrauction—AxnsoLurs Brquest—Secrer Taust—Evivence— 
ADMISSIBILITY 


0., 
Stringer, 


A testator bequeathed £500 to two 
of trust, on their a the said sum 
communicated to me.” ‘The testator’s 
over the money to the 
trust, and they tendered affidavits to shew that there 
legatees objected that the court 
Bristowe, V.C., held that the 
appealed, and it was contended on 
was no trust, the court could not inquire further. 
tained nothing to shew whether there was a 
hear extrinsic evidence and 
himself in peril of having 
create a trust. The 
or dead, and if a living man 


pion Rar anger seman 
on of the money. 

*?, “BE Oount (Corron, Bowszy, and Fry, 
said that 


z 


Re LITTLE—O. A. No. 2, 2nd February.* 


Marrrep Woman—Removat or Restraint on ANTICIPATION—SERVICE OF 
mat ee on Trustzes or Sserriemenr—OConverancine Act, 1 
8. 


presence of 
of £300.—Cocnsan, Whateley. 
DAVIES BROTHERS & O00. #. DAVIES—O. A. No. 2, 9th August. 


Oovanant x Restraint oy Traps—Vaiiprry—Reasonanennss, 
This from of J. the 
was an appenl tn @ dociston Seeman. font 0-508 Se 
Plan! F A, Davee aud the James Davies were brothers, aud 
poe via “ Wel as galvanizers 
w ce : . 
iron manufacturers. was dissolved, and 








' © We report this case, although out of date, as settling a point of practice of 
ot infrequent occurrence. 
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E. A. Davies and his father purchased the defendant’s interest in the 
business and the goodwill thereof, which he assigned to them by a deed 
dated the llth of October, 1884. This deed contained the following 
covenant by the defendant :—‘‘ The said James Davies to retire wholly 
and absolutely from the partnership, and, so far as the law allows, from 
the trade or business thereof in all its branches, and not to trade, act, or 
deal in any way s0 as to either directly or indirectly affect the said 
E. Davies (the father) and E. A. Davies.’’ The business was afterwards 
the plaintiff company. In 1885 the defendant commenced 
in Old-street, London, as a galvanized iron merchant and manu- 
facturer, in partnership with one Codner, who had been a traveller for the 
old firm. This trading was alleged to bea breach of the covenant, and the 
company and E. A. Davies brought the action to restrain the defendant 
from so trading. On behalf of the defendant it was contended that the 
covenant was too vague to be eforced, and that it was void as being in 
unlimited restraint of trade. Kekewich, J., thought that the covenant was 
not too e, and that, without deciding what would be reasonable limits 
ast space in such a case, those reasonable limits would include the 
place where the defendant was carrying on his business. And his lord- 
ship granted an injunction to restrain the defendant from carrying on 
business in Old-street, or otherwise trading, acting, or dealing so as 
directly or indirectly to affect the company in their business. On the 
it was contesded on behalf of the plaintiff that the old common law 
that a covenant in general restraint of trade was void, no longer existed, 
but that the test of validity was whether the restriction was reasonably 
necessary for the protection of the covenantee. 


Tue Court or Aprzat (Corron, Bowen, and Fry, L.JJ.) reversed the de- 
cision and dismissed the action. Corron, L.J., said that there was no objec- 
tion to the first part of the covenant—that the defendant should retire 
wholly and absolutely from the partnership ; the difficulty arose upon the 
latter part. The covenant, ‘‘ to retire, so far as the law allows, from the 
trade or business,’’ was expressed in a form which ought not to be fol- 
lowed. Parties ought to work out their own agreement, and not to leave 
it to the court to say how such an agreement was to be carried out. Was, 
then, the covenant such a one as the law would allow? If it was a cove- 
nant that the defendant would, so far as the law allowed, retire wholly 
from the trade or business, it was bad, because it absolutely restrained the 
defendant from carrying on business during his lifetime anywhere in 
England. Kekewich, J., was of opinion that the old rule, that covenants 
in restraint of trade were bad, as being contrary to public policy and the 
interest of the public, was no longer the law of the court. No doubt that 
rule had been modified to some extent, and it had been held that partial 
restraints might be good. The court would not consider the sufficiency of 
the consideration for the covenant, if there was valuable consideration. 
And, when there was a partial restraint, the court would consider 
whether the restriction was reasonably necessary for the protection of the 
covenantee. An absolute unlimited restraint was bad; and when the 
restzaint was partial, either in time or space, it would be good, if it was 

ly necessary for the protection of the covenantee. In his lord- 

"s opi this rule stil! existed, and if it was to be altered it must be 
altered by the House of Lords, If the covenant in the present case meant 
that the defendant would, within such limits as the law might hold to be 
reasonable, not carry on the business, it was still one which the court ought 
not to enforce. Parties to such a covenant ought to fix the limit for them- 
selves at their own peril. There was no definite rule as to the limits of a 
covenant in restraint of trade. The limit must depend on the 
circumstances of each case. In the present case the parties 
had endeavoured to throw on the court, without risking the validity of 
the covenant, the difficulty of determining in any icular case what the 
limit ought to be. The covenant was so wide that neither a court of law nor 
a court of equity would enforce it. As to the latter part of the covenant, 
** not to act, or deal in any way so as either directly or indirectly 
to affect the said E. Davies and E. A. Davies,”’ in his lordship’s opinion 
the benefit of it did not pass to the company as purchasers of the good- 
will of the business. It was mal to the father and brother of the 
defendant, and they only could sue upon it. Bowen, L.J., that 
the covenant was one which could not be enforced. It was not either for 
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KURTZ v. SPENCE—C. A. No. 2, 5th August. 


Parent—Acrtion To Restrain Tureats sy Parenrzz—RIcHT TO RAISE 
Issue or Vattiprty or Parentr—Parents, Destens, anp Tape Manxs 7 
Act, 1883, 8. 32—Amenpment or Preapincs—R. 8S. O., 1883, XXVIII, © 
1 3 







This was an appeal by the plaintiff from the refusal of Kekewich, J., to © 
allow an amendment of the statement of claim. The action was 5 
under section 82 of the Patents Act of 1883, which provides that “ 
any person claiming to be the tee of an invention, by ss 
advertisement, or otherwise, threatens any other person with any a 
proceedings or in of any alleged manuf: » Use, a 
or purchase of the invention, any person or persons S 
may porn. he beeps apa him, and may obtain an injunction against} ~ 
the continuance of such threats, and may recover such damage (if pe) a 
as may have been sustained thereby, if the alleged manufacture, use, ‘ 
sxe of any lagal rights of the pemon making wach theests. 
ment of an ts of the person su . 
that this po Po shall not apply if the person such threats 
due di ce commences and prosecu’ 









il 





















patent.”” The t action was brought to restrain threats made 
tentee, and the statement of claim contained an all 
efendant’s t was invalid. On an application by 

strike out this allegation Chitty, J., on the 12th of A , 


(33 Ch. D. 579, 30 Sotrcrrors’ Jovrwat, 703) that in such an action the 
validity of the defendant’s cry could not be put in issue, and that the 
plaintiff's proper course, if he desired to question the valicity of the” 
patent, was to petition under section 26 for its revocation, and lord 

ship ordered the allegation of invalidity to be struck out. In the recent 
case of Challender v. Royle, on the 22nd ult., the Court of Appeal (Cotton — 
and Bowen, L.JJ.) (ante, p. 676) expreseed an opinion that in such an 7 
action the validity of the defendant’s patent d be put in issue. In 7 
consequence of expression of opinion the plaintiff in the present | 
action applied to Kekewich, J., to whom the action had meanw’ been. _ 
transferred for trial, for leave to amend the statement of claim by ee 

the allegation of the invalidity of the patent. Kekewich, J., thought BS 
he was bound by the decision of his predecessor, which had not been 
appealed from, and refused the application. The plaintiff from 
this refusal, and also applied to the Court of ws ye by ori motion — 
for leave to appeal from the order of Chitty, J., notwithstanding the | 
expiration of the time limited for so doing. “ 


Tue Covur (Corron and Fray, L.JJ.) refused the application for leave” 


to appeal. 4 
The appeal from Kekewich, J., was then heard, and x 
Tue Court (Corroy, Bowsn, and Fry, L.JJ.) gave the leave to amend” 

on certain terms. Oorrox, L.J., said that he adhered to the opinion he | 

had expressed in Challender v. Royle—that the question of v could — 
be raised in an action under section 32, and, being of opinion that it was” 

the real question to be tried in the action, he thought leave to amend = 
should be given. The court had refused the motion for leave to appeaj, ~ 
no good ground having been shewn for it. ‘But, as by amendment the | 
substantial question could be raised, he thought it ought to be allowed, ~ 

—- having regard to section 24 (7) of the Judicature Act, 1873, ~ 

which required the court to give every possible remedy, so that as far as ~ 

possible all matters in controversy between the might be com+'™ 
letely and finally determined. He thought it would be better, if” 
justice to the defendant could be avoided, to allow the amendment, | 

rather than to dismiss the action, and give leave to the plaintiff to bring a 

fresh one. But the court must take care that the defendant did not © 

suffer any loss, and was not prejudiced in trying the question of validity. 

Particulars of objections to the patent should therefore be given by the © 

plaintiff, and the defendant should have the right to begin and Ss 2 

if he had been plaintiff in an actiun for violation of his patent. 4 

plaintiff must pay the costs of the application as between solicitor andclient, — 

and all costs wn away, and the amendment must be made on or before — 
the 9th inst. If these terms were not accepted the motion would be res ~ 
fused with costs as between party and . Bowsn, L.J., concurred, ~ 

Fay, L J., differed. He thought that 

were too indulgent. The question whether the validity of the 5 

could be Bah peek Sone © See, eee Somes not 

be from. Nonew matter of fact arisen, but only a new view 
of the law, and the amendment was inconsistent with an existing order. — 

It would be quite enough to allow the plaintiff to bring « fresh action. © 

The Judicature Act required that all amendments should be; 

allowed, ee for a planet, b want of care, delay, oF” 

negligence, to deprive of the right further harassing the” 

a t. The plaintiff accepted the terms pro . — Counszt,” 

Moulton, Q.0., and W. N. Lawson; Aston, Q.C., and Chadwyck Healeys~ 

















Souicrrors, Pritchard ¢ Marshall ; Jaques ¢ Co. 


Re ADAMS’ TRUSTS—Kay, J., 6th August. : 


Tavustez—Vestixc Onpsr—Inrant Hare or ast Sunvivine Trusrss— 4 
Szavice or Perrrion—Tavsreez Act, 1850 (13 & 14 Vicr. c. 60), s. 7. 










A petition for a vesting order of real estate, the legal 
which had descended upon the infant heir of the last surviving 
had not been served upou the infant. 

Kay, J., directed that it should be so served, and that the 
should stand over for that purpose. On its on 

for the infant and consented, and his made 

wNeEL, George Henderson; Blakesley. Soxricrrons, A 

Gisby ¢ Son, Ware. 
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FALCKE ». SCOTTISH IMPERIAL INSURANCE 00.—Kay, J., 3rd 
and 8th August. 


Praactice—Br11 or Revizw—Jvrispicrion—Dxcision or Court or APrrat.. 


This was a summons for leave to bring an action in the nature of a 
bill of review to vary an order made by the Court of Appeal upon a former 
summons in the action. 

Kay, J., held that the Court still lope to give leave to bring an 
action in the nature of a bill of ew, although it could now be 
done on summons instead of by petition, and that the grounds of relief 
were precisely the same as before the Judicature Act; and, further, that 
the application was rightly made to the High Court and not to the Court 
of Appeal.—Counset, Solomon ; Bonsey. micrrors, Harper ¢ Batteock ; 
Longbourne § Stevens. 


JENKINSON v. BRANDLEY MINING OO. ; JENKS (CLAIMANT)— 
Q. B. Div., 8th August. 


Comeany—Executton Creprror anpD Denenturs Hotpsr—INTeRPLEeaDER. 


This was an interpleader summons referred to the court by Pollock, B., 
at the request of the parties. The plseintiff, ha t) udgment in 
an action for goods sold against the defendants, who were a com- 
pany incorporated under the Companies Acts, ed to issue execu- 
tion. The sheriff having seized certain goods of the defendants, the sume 
were claimed by the claimant, who was the holder of — debentures 
for £100 each issued by the defendant company, being the whole of their 
first issue. Each of the debentures bore a reference to a mortgage decd, 
which contained a declaration of trust in favour of the debentureholders. 
Neither the debentures nor the mortgage deed were registered under the 
Bills of Sale Act, 1882. It was argued on behalf of the execution cre- 


ditor that the debentures were merely bonds for the t of money. 
and did not any property whatever in the 8 
under the Bil 


of Sale Act: Brocklehurst v. Railway Printing and ish- 
ing Co. (W. N., 1884, p. 70). pag? ena case was dis' from 
Ross v. Army and Navy Hotel Co. (85 W. BR. 40, 34 Ch. D. 43), which only 
ied as between grantor and grantee. On the part of the claimant it 
was contended that section 17 of the Bills of Sale Act excluded 
debentures from the provisions of the Act, so that there was no necessity 
for aero them. ' Moreover, section 43 of the Com tree 1862, 
t every mortgage granted by a com should 
m the company’s register book ; and penctionliy any beep laull a went to 
go and see the register ; so that creditors of the company were tly 
. At any rate, the debentures created an equitable charge in 
favoar of the claimant: Ross v. Army and Navy Hotel Co., in which as 
in this, there were debentures and an covering mortgage deed. 
debentures entitled the holder to defeat the claim of execution cre- 
as i> sesmessy Act, 1873, s. 24, sub-section 4: Engelbach v. Nixon, 10 
7 a. 
Tux Oovrt (Grovs, J., and Huppizsron, B.) dealt with the case under 


~ ord. 57, r. 8, as the summons had been referred to the court at the request 


of the es, and barred the claim of the claimant. These debenture 
bonds did not confer on the holder any such right of pro as to make 
him a successful claimant in an interpleader issue. e claimant said 
that if he could not succeed on the mortgage, because it was not regis- 
tered, he could succeed on the debentures ; and he relied on section 17 of 
the Bills of Sale Act. But that section did not apply to all debentures 
generally, and it was doubtful whether it applied to the debentures of this 
company. The case of Ross v. Army and Navy Hotel Co. was different from 
this case. There it was decided that the debentures were a valid charge 
t the company. That was not a decision aff third . 

e claimant was not entitled to succeed st the execution tor.— 
Counsat, Wedderburn and D'Eyncourt; T. Willes Chitty. Soxicrrors, 
Nicol, Son, ¢ Jones, for Isaac Lowthian, Keswick; Pritchard, Englefield, ¢ Co. 





BANKRUPTCY CASES, 
Re LANGWORTHY, Ex parte LANGWORTHY—O. A. No. 1, 6th 
Augnat. 


Banxrurtcy—ArriicaTion BY A Banxrurt mx Conremept—Rarvsal oF 
Covar ro Haan Hm. 


This was an ¢z parts appeal by the bankrupt, E. M. Langworthy, from 
Mr. trar Hazlitt, refusing to appoint a day tae the punguncet beming 
an application by the bankrupt to be allowed to be represented on an 
inquiry before the Chief Offi Receiver as to for breach of 
promise of marriage. The bankru was served on the 
vankrupt inthe Argentine Republic, w: he was resident. The receiving 
order was not served on him, and the bankrupt did not upon any 
of the proceedings. The official receiver was holding an as to 
damages for breach of promise of in a case of Long v. Lang- 
worthy, the plaintiff being Mrs. Mildred » whose has 
been declared null and void. The official receiver having that 
the vee was in yoy op not filing any accounts and in not 
sage to be Teppessated ch the teguiny, Wihe n holding thas the 
on 6 . 

tanhrupt had Deen wilfully aad eystomaically 1x contempt, to 
appoint a earing the above application. It was 

bankrupt that he had —— ae notice of or even 

receiving order, an t bankru to have an 
aN ay chap eth ase and ot moving 5 


AG 





_ 





Zap Couns (Lend. Sansa: 3B: Loree ae L.JJ.) .dis- 
missed ty oye that, upon the facts, the was.in 
contempt, as he was ty” pdr Ee. oredi- 
tors. had been insolent behaviour the 
cone, ane wee eet ee ee The court did not believe that he 
had any intention of that eae 8S FUT Se ORREPEN SC TS 
of his contempt, he intended to away out of the 
control of the court, while at the same time he end pea oda 
counsel and solicitor. The application must be —Oounsst, 
Winslow, Q O., and Yate Lee. Soxscrrons, 4G. & ¢ H. Brandon. 





CASES AFFECTING SULICITORS. 


LITOHFIELD v. JONES—North, J., 9th August. 


Souicrroe—Loxpon Acsnt—Derautt ux Payment or Monsy—Pznrsow 
Actine ix Friovotarny Oapactry—Oommirrat— Acr, 1869, s. 4, 
sUB-sEcTions 3, 4. 

This action was brought by the representatives of a deceased country 
solicitor bis former Leodon gent for an secount of moneys due 

, and been 


fiduciary and to pay by a court of equity any 
his ”’ and sub-section 4 “ default 
oar. ” sapuntas it 6 chan af eeinte Sen eaibion aoe 


: 
i 
: 


Witkinson. 
PRETTY AND OTHERS v. FOWKE.—Q. B. Div. (Stephen, J.), 
9th August. 


of certain of the trust upon leasehold . The defend- 
peor te pe goths oy ts ul és good security for 4500, and himself 
r. Edwards to value the property now in question, consisting 
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iteelf; and, lastly, having regard tothe fact that Mr. Fowke 
knew his clients were trustees; taking all these considerations to- 
gether, he was of ion that he must give judgment for the plaintiffs for 
£400— £350 as the difference between the value of the security actually 
obtained and the sum which was to be advanced on it, and the remain- 
ing £50 as a round sum in consideration of arrears of interest and other 
matters. His lordship arrived at this conclusion with some degree of 
doubt, and not without considerable regret, because it was certain 
that Mr: Fowke had acted quite bond fide. It had not been suggested 
that he had acted otherwise. Judgment was given accordingly, but his 
lordship granted a stay of execution on notice of appeal being given by 
Friday next.—Counszt, Lumley Smith, Q.C., and Sankey ; Dugdale, Q.C., 
and Macmorran.— Times. 








THE CORPORATION RECORDS. 


Sir Joun B. Monckton, the Town Clerk, has submitted to the Library Com- 
mittee of the Corporation of London his eleventh annual report as to the 
condition of the records of the Corporation in his custody, and the progress 
made in arranging, calendaring, and indexing them. The calendar of the 
second series of Husti Rolls, known as ‘‘ Pleas of Land,’’ had been 

continued and carried down from the first year of the reign of Kin 
Edward IV. to the sixteenth year of Elizabeth, and it formed a usefu 
to the Calendar of Deeds, recently completed to the first series of 
rolls for the corresponding period. Mr. Maude had continued to devote 
himself to making an exhaustive index to all the names set out in the 
Calendar of Deeds. More than 45,000 slips had been written and alpha- 
betically arranged, and the name of any party to a conveyance inrolled in 
the Court of Hustings from a.p. 1272 to 1373 could now readily be found. 
Dr. Sharpe was preparing a calendar to the wills inrolled in the Court of 
Hustin and completed a calendar of more than 2,000 wills 
between a.p. 1258 and 1348. The series continued down to 
4.D. 1688, after which year, for some reason that was not appa- 
rent, the inrolment of wills ceased in the Hustings, while that of 
deeds was continued down to the present day. The total number of wills 
inrolled amounted to a little over 4,000. 
the existence of so large a number of early wills had been hitherto com- 
wely little known, notwithstanding their title to be considered a 
unique collection, unapproached by any other in the kingdom, either in 
— of number or interest. The benefit to be conferred on history and 
by rendering their contents more widely known could hardly be 
over-estimated. To take but a single illustration. It was matter of 
history that in 1348 and 1349 the City was visited by an exceptionally 
severe epidemic, known as ‘‘ the Black Death,”’ which is recorded to have 
carried off fifty thousand of its inhabitants. Nothing could be more sig- 
ord a better criterion of the effect of the scourge on the 
of Lendon, than the extraordinary number of wills proved and 
in the Hustings a: the court -held on January 25, 1348, and sub- 
courts throughout that year. It was far in excess of those 
for any similar period. In comparison with that, it was curious 
that in 1665, when the City was visited by “‘the Great Plague,” 
only one will was inrolled, and a will nuncupative. That was to be 
for by the custom of proving and inrolling wills in the 
having by that time almost died out. In the calendar now 
under preparation everything which ssed any conceivable interest 
or importance was, within reasonable limits, included. These limits must 
necessarily expand as the fifteenth and sixteenth centuries were ap- 
as the wills of that period became of much greater length, 
while the value of their contents, if possible, increased. The Corporation 
have decided to print the Calendar of Wills with an exhaustive index 
and a suitable introduction bearing upon the early history of testamentary 
of real and personal property, and more ly the various 
of the City relating thereto; and the first part of the calendar is 

in hand with that view. 


He 


He 








LEGAL NEWS. 
OBITUARY. 


The Right Hor. Jaurs Awrnony Lawsox, LL D., one of the judges of 
Division in Ireland, died at Shankill, near Dublin, on 
10th inst., at the age of seventy. Mr. Justice Lawson was the son of 
Waterford, and was born in 1817. He was edu- 

e, Dublin, where he proceeded to the degree of 

was | a etree cer epee wet Spd bans 
e 





It was not too much to say that | in 


= and the freehold let at a 





murder him while walking 
the King’s-iun, and in 1874 he acted as a commissioner of the Great Seal. 


He was married in 1842 to the eldest daughter of Mr. Samuel Merrick, of 


Cork. 





APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr. Reomvatp Jounw Cust, barrister, has been appointed Chief 
Commissioner of West India Incumbered Estates, in succession to the late 
Mr. James Fleming, Q.0. Mr. Oust is the third son of the Hon. and Rey, 
Henry Cockayne Oust, and was born in 1828. He was educated at 
Trinity College, Cambridge, where he graduated as a wrangler and also in 
the second class of the Classical Tripos in 1852. He was called to the bar 
at Lincoln’s-inn in Easter Term, 1856, and he practises in the Chancery 
Division and as a conveyancer. He has been for several years assistant- 
commissioner of West India Incumbered Estates. 


Mr. Epwarp Wryeorretp, barrister, has been appointed Assistant- 
Commissioner of West India Incumbered Estates, in succession to Mr, 
Reginald John Oust, who has been appointed Chief Commissioner. Mr, 
Wingfield is the fourth son of Mr. John Muxloe Wingfield, of Tickencote, 
Rutlandshire, and was born in 1834. He was educated at Winchester 
and he was formerly fellow of New College, Oxford, where he graduated 
frst class in Classics and second‘class in Mathematics in 1856. He was 
called to the bar at Lincoln’s-inn in Trinity Term, 1859. Mr. Wingfield 
formerly practised in the Court of Chan , and he was for several years 
on the staff of the Law Reports. He has been an assistant under- 
secretary of State for the Colonies since 1878. 


Mr. Anruur Sorneron Estcourt, solicitor, of Newport, Isle of Wight 
has been appointed Town Clerk of the borough of Newport, in succession 
to Mr. Richard Roach Pittis, resigned. Mr. Estcourt was educated at 
Marlborough College, and at Trinity Hall, Cambridge, where he graduated 
in the second class of the Law and History Triposin 1874, He was ad- 
mitted a solicitor in 1879. , 


Mr. Wuaiam Muscrzove Horugy, barrister, has been appointed 
Assistant Law Adviser to the Government of the Oape Oolony. Mr, 
Hopley is the eldest son of Mr. Frederick Hurling Hopley, and was born 
1854. He was educated at Pembroke College, Cambridge, where he 
graduated in the first class of the Law Tripos in 1878, and he was called 
to the bar at the Inner Temple in January, 1878. 


Mr. Ricuarp Rrvewoop has been — ape a re = ‘4 
gwood e fourth son o 3 


West Riding of Yorkshire. Mr. 
Richard Ringwood, of Farrenmurry, 
Trinity Co! 
Temple in 
Circuit. 


Mr. Morcan Moraay, solicitor (of the firm of Morgan & Scott), of 


He was educated at 


ity Term, 1873. 


Cardiff, has received the honour of Knighthood. Sir M. Morgan was 
admitted a solicitor in 1866. He is mayor of Oardiff for the present © 


year. 


PARTNERSHIPS DISSOLVED. 


Watrer Srorgy and Joun Rongrt Rozzars, solicitors (Storey & Roberts), 
Halifax. July 30. 
Tuomas WALL and Jamss Hivps, solicitors, Stourbridge. July 29. 
[ Gazette, Aug. 5.] 


GENERAL, 


It is stated that the Doncaster Town Council on Wednesday suspended 
Mr. W. E. Shirley, the town clerk. 


The Royal Assent was ee on Monday to the Water Companies 
(Regulation of Powers) Act, Public Libraries Acts Amendment Act, Incum- 
bents Resignation Act, Orofters Holdings 

Act, Allotments and Cottage Gardens Compensation for Crops A 
Markets and Fairs (We of Cattle) Act, and a number of private an 
Provisional Orders on Acts. 


To meet expenses incurred by the Local Government Board a Bill has 
been introduced by Mr. Ritchie to authorize the Board to make, with the 
consent of the the fo 

for the sanction of loans 
Board’s inspectors. Wh seguistion S1km ad ‘ba the Board itis to 
s en a us made e 
be laid before Parliament. Another of the Bill is that 
paid by a local authority are not to eee cones it 
they have been sanctioned by the Local Government Board. 

The Lincolnshire estates of the late Lord 
sale by public auction at Spalding on Wedn 
2,781 acres of arable and grass land 


lots, w 


Aug. 13, 1887. | 


in Kildare-street, Dublin. Mr. Justice Law. ~ 
son was 4 Commissioner of Irish Ohurch Temporalities and a bencher of — 
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e, Dublin, and he was called to the bar at the Middle ~ 
He practises on the North-Eastern ~ 
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Mr.  - a, Fete, Mr. John Hollams, and Mr. F. Mowatt, with Mr. 
H. W. Loehnis as secretary. The inquiries of the committee have been 
Snes connection ith he reaar, ish for ach parpos incl 
business in connection with the Treasury, ee ee 
virtually all the Government departments, At the conclusion of 
Augustus Stephenson’s examination, which ined for several days, nv 
committee adjourned for the vacation, to meet again at the end of October. 
The Corporation of London and the recorder (Sir T. Chambers, 


QO.), are at present in controversy as to the filling up of the office 
of aseistart judge of the Mayor’s Court, which became vacant some 


months ago on the death of Mr. Woodthorpé Brandon. The ques- 
tion forms the subject of a report of the Law and Courts 
Committee, who state that as some doubt was re Lge as to 


the power of the recorder to appoint a permanen ¢ jud 
the Mayor’s Court, and as to whether cee me tien of an oe 
judge would not terminate on the appoin inting nage, pow ge 8 to hold 
office, they took the opinion of the at py (ea: - R. 8. 
Wright, with the recorder’s, upon it. The Attcrney- _ amd and Mr. 
Wright's — was as follows :—“ We are — pes advise that any 
assurance of permanency can be given to a the position 
of deputy or assistant judge under the ( ed Local oe of 
) Act of 1872 and the Order in Counsal The lan, of the Act 
appears to us rather to indicate that the son appoin pointed is to be the 
deputy or assistant of the judge who appoints him, and that sock 

nudge is to tee to appoint a person selected by himself. The 
vision of the Order in Council requiring that the pernd of time for w: 


the appointment is made shall be specified seems also to more con- 
sistent with a temporary rather than with a permanent ap ment. 
The point is not free from doubt, but upon me whole we t that in 


whatever form the appointment is made it will terminate on the retire- 
ment or death of the appointing judge.”” The recorder declined to sign 
that opinion, but said the form of appointment which he had drawn left 
the question open for consideration when the officé of recorder 
became vacant. The ve reg made by the recorder, and 
approved by the Lord Chancellor, sought to constitute Mr. Francis 
Roxburgh a permanent assistant judge of the Mayor’s Court. 
The committee submitted the appointment made by the recorder to the 
Attorney-General and Mr. Wright, for them to advise as to its s 
and validity, and, if necessary, <* settle such a form of appointment as 
would meet the requiren. ents of the Act. ‘The Attorn pee yrs th <i 
Wright expressed their opinion that the corporation gy arte 
advised to concur in the appointment in its present form, tet the 
appointment should follow the language of the Act, and should conform 
to the Order in Counci! by specifying the dut; which yea assistant judge 
was to perform and the pee 5 for his ap yea a 
which the appointment is made. Looking to 
mittee report that no other course is open to they but to pode F gre the 
Common Council not to confirm the appointment made by the recorder. 
The latter has intimated that if the corporation refuse to approve the 
appointment in its present form he must ask the Lord Chancellor to 
ve a form which names aterm of years. So the matter stands until 
titer the vacation, and meanwhile Mr. Roxburgh is acting temporarily as 
assistant judge in the court. 








WINDING UP NOTICES. 
London Gasette.—Fripay, August 5. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES, 
LIMITED IY angen 
Nieman Cornish & Co, Luarep, — Petn f tang a, poesented Aug es 
directed to be heard before Kekewich, st ening a 
posncedag, Aug 17, 


nd aed IcE Oo Luairep.— Petn for win 


wy sented July 30, directed 
y? be heard before Kekewich, J., anes as whnlen 3 Judge, on uy Wednesday, 
ugi7, Burton, rd sol or for 


~ — e OLD Bares House) Sraam Ferry, Laarrsv.—By an order made b 
Stirling, - gates July 28, it was ordered rae Tent hed up. Bland, 
Queen st, sclor for petner 

YORKSHIRE AERATED WATER Oo, JaMIEED.— — Creditors are soquines. on or before 

resses, 


Oct 10, to oo guns tee their poses and and ad mete say Ty Seeniden A 
pointed f for hearing eee adj udloating upon the debte and soe bn 
FRIENDLY SOOIETIES. 
SUSPENDED FOR THREE MONTHS. 


NgewcastLE upon TYNE HEBREW Zan huemnoae Socrery, Synagogue Cham- 
bers, Temple st. nove ugea Sve 

Rose OF THE ya Lapes, | aaependont Ord f Order “ Odd Fellows, Manchester 
Unity, Royal Oak Inn, Daecr 


Wolferstan & Avery, Trommnonger bnew, 


London pase mangle a o. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES, 
LIMITED IN wager 


ADAM , LimiTep.—North, J., has b; 
Er Chalmé?s, 5, ba Pe F 


Ww 
Creditors pos pene uized, on or before pe ions i fw sen bak 8 Stas he 
and the particulars of their debts o 


12, is inted for snd i adj udi upon the 
Drvon ny CoRNWALL DAIRY Farm dicing pon 


an ct. 
dated July uiaceeetes Frederick ie Heddon Tinea, a a 
@RADUATED ? AssOoraTION, LIMITED.— Kay, J ized mane 
Rows va & és, % at i bis chaiber » oe the pos Ey cad codes, as 
to be official il guidator 


DOTED.—By an order made a 


“Say, 30, “t Wier Se te that the voluntary winding up ot the company be 





Lonpon Spasacnoat Oo, Lindi rg = ‘Adelaiti buildings, 


Sr. Guisras Loocs Patsxony Soorer, Christian's Retuge Sua ay Schoo, Havel 
ToraL ABSTI Sick 
— wages = Buyeat Farmypty Socretr, New Schoolrooms, 





CREDITORS’ NOTICES. 
UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP. 35. 
Last Day or CLarm. 
London Gagette.—FripaY, August 5. 
ArpreEw, Ev1zaseru, Southport. Ucti, Earle & Co, Manchester 
BAtLey, CASE, ee. near Southampton, Gent. Sept 29. Moberly & 
Brac, EvcEnivs, V. st, Westminster, Engineer. Sept 30. Coode & Co, 
Boorn., omx, Fingest, Buckingham. Sept 14. Parker & Wilkins, High 
pe aa Liverpool, Licensed Victualler, Aug 19, Snowball & Lewes, 
Cansrpores. ® Bilder st AMURI, Fioondiliys , Licensed Victualler. Septi7. Peckham & Oo, 
Nw, WiLLiaM, Bedford, Bedford, Ohemist, Sept 7. Marsh & Oo, Leigh, Lan- 
Cyareh Grestep, , Derby, Surgeon. Sepbi7. Smith & 
CuuntE, Rev MC AYRaRD WODEROUER, Hingham, Norfolk. Octi, Bircham & Co, 


Davie Wanton Rowen: , Gent. Oct 1. Earle & Co, Manchester 
EL.iort, Everitt, Standon, Hertford, Publican, Sept 20. Hunt, Ware, Herts 
Hawonrn, Jussn, Walshaw, neat Bury. , Cotton Spinner. Septi. Grundy & Co, 


Haynes, THomas, Stapenhill, Derby, Gent. Sept 1. Drewry, Burton ou Trent 
Hiorns, THomas, Farnberough, Warwick, Farmer. Sept 2. Moulin-Browne, 


Howz. Tmontsg, Lanedowne wf, Hea. Sept 10. Miller & Son, Savile row, Bur- 


Hymers, Rev Jomm, Brandesburton, York. Aug 8i, Mills, Hull 
Laurqy, Wrisiam, Ghert® Hutton, York. land Agee. Sept 15. Phillips, 


LLOYD, Msatauxn, Church Stretton, Galop. Sept 3. Salter & Giles, Ellesmere, 
MansuAtL, Gzonox Himsunr, Patrington, York, Eeq. Sept 5. Robinson & Son, 


Masoy, Witla, Leigh, Gent. Aug 2%. Marh & Co, Leigh, Lancashire 

Marnsy, Wi1saM, Kectiahaly Guay, Rent Sept 15. Fowell, Harling, 
Pa Silage, Onsach 2d, Ashen, Bose Onntar, Aug 31. Blake & Co, College 
Surra, Joux FxnoUseox, St Paal's rd, Camden 6. Sept 14. Olarke & Co, Lin- 
SMITH, GxrorcE, Smethwick, Stafford, Blacksmith. Aug 2. Lane & Olutter- 
STEAD. ay a ipa agar’ Sua wt Aceonntenk Sept 15. 
WALsgE ns. DOGRASD TORY, , Bedworth, Warwick, Gent. Sept 15, Woodoock 


Woop, Lucy, Ross, Hereford, Sept 30. Leigh, Manchester 


WARNING TO INTENDING Houss 
or renting a house have een re ~e ga eh ES 
cniveter (Hstab- 1816), who also 
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BANKRUPTCY NOTICES. 
London pa attr August 5. 


ops are ume oad Roar, ho Po duly 


7 pie Yorks, Carter. Bradford. Pet Aug. Ord Aug 8 


Corn Dealer. Canterbury. PetJuly 9%. Ord July 30 
. Gacnas Anasion, Senthens, Sécunpel setae High Court. Pet 
Basnini, Ara sony Wittam, Chalk Farm rd, Cheesemonger. Pet July 21, Ord 
Buniipan. WitL1aM, Longley st, Bermondsey, Corn Dealer, High Court. Pet 
Bong Jams, Nelson, Lan, out of business, Burnley. Pet July % Ord 


Boutsy Josurx Tuomas, Sheffield, Builder. Sheffield. PetAug 3, Ord Angs 
Brrvcer, REvBEN, High rd, Kilburn, Draper. High Court, Pet July , Ord 


Bs | ponokae danas Axe, Far ur Bewdley, out of business, Kidder- 
Warwick. hun 4 Ord July 30 


Site Sein teenie Dione Sorte 


OaYiey, AnTuva, Norfolk st, Strand, Solicitor. 


Oozn ous, Pleasley hill, nr Mansfield, Taflor. Nottingham, Pet July 2. 
Ooswa’ 


SrokaS, Exeter, Baker, Buster, Pot July #. Oi uy ® 
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Groox. Henry, Oakford Highgate rd, Maker of Woollen Gvods. High 
Court. soanrn. Wet ¥ oa 
Crowrnzn. J Vale, nr Halifax, General Dealer. Halifax. Pet July 


Ord Aug 
Davia, Bexar, _» Rar Cardiganshire, Saddler. Carmarthen. Pet July 
mai ~ 6 —e Gt Harwood, Lancs, Weaver. Blackburn. Pet July 29. 
Exzort, — Alphington, Devon, Nurseryman. Exeter. Pet July 30. Ord 


Ju 
Er. » arrow in Furness, Acccentant. Ulverston and 
. PetAug?. Ord Aug 2 


Chartered 
Barrow in Furness. Pet July * Ord July 18 
Fisuer, Jeans) Nottingham, Tailor. Nottingham 
Grrrarp, THomas, Hindley, Grocer. Wigan. Pet Aug3. Ord Aug 3 
Samvuzt, Ten Worces, Livery Stable K r. Kidderminster. Pet 
yal Se Ord July 21 yabbeaste dt ages 
TIO HONSIWILL, Pall Mall, Wine Merchant. High Court. Pet 


ick, Horatr 
July 2. Ord July 30 
Taste Deptford, Oilman. Greenwich. Pet July 2. Ord 


meas, 8, Leather lane, Provision Dealer, High Court. Pet July 21. Ord 


Aug 3 
Hr118, Joun, Rochester, Mariner. Rochester. Pet July 90. Ord July 30 
Hiner, Sammut, Leeds, Bill Discounter. Leeds. Pet Aug3. Ord Aug3 
Hortmay, fo Skillington, nr Grantham, Farmer. Nottingham. Pet July 19. 
Hupeow, Wir11amM Jonn Cartes, Margate, Baker. Canterbury. Pet Aug 2. 


Ord Aug 2 
Hvueuss, Wii11aM, and THomas Owen, Bangor, Ironmongers. Bangor. Pet 


Aug. Ord Aug 2 
- eh RvusHTON, Rawtenstall, Lancs, Ironfounder. Blackburn. Pet 
Aug 3 
JARVIS, Derby, Out of business. Icicester. Pet Juty 30. Ord July 30 
om, Wim, Plough b lane, New Wandsworth, Grocer. Wandsworth. Pet 


%. Ord July 30 
Lzox, Mascus, Grosvenor rd, Pimlico. High Court. Pet July 4. Ord July 22 


Lzwn, Heweyr, Caldicot, Mon, Grocer. Newport, Mon. Pet Aug3. Ord Aug3 
Lame deee 2 Tuomas, Pembroke Dock, Grocer, Pembroke Dock. Pet Aug 2. 
Lappratr, RicHarp Chalford, nr Stroud, Builder. Gloucester. Pet 


July 3. Ord July 30 
ALFRED Rosert, Worksop, Painter. Sheffield. Pet Aug3. Ord Aug 3 


amas, JOSEPH, Henley, Staffs, Brickmaker. Hanley, Burslem, and Tunstall. 
Aug? Ord Ang 
ae James Hewsky, Newton Abbot, Devon, Tailor. Exeter. Pet 
ug 
Pet Aug 2. 


Aug 2 

Ovens. Joszrn, wee, Henbury, Gloucestershire, Wheelwright. Bristol. 

Parurmonre, Writax, Belgrave, Leicestershire, Builder. Leicester. Pet Aug 
ug 

Pass, BENJAMIN, and HARRY ALBERT. on Tyne, Fancy Goods Dealers. 


, Newcastle 
Newcastle on Tyne. Pet July 2. Ord July 
Purazte, G. D., address unknown. High Court. Pet June 30. Ord Augi 


Purx, Taomas, Wardour st, Soho, Baker. High Court. Pet July9. Ord July 29 


Poorz. Recivatp CiLaupz, and Epwarp Frascis Lampert Brown, Queen 
Victoria st, Mantle Manufacturers. High Court. Pet Aug 3. Ord 


3 
gn , Ribblesdale Hornsey, General Merchant. High Court. 
wee 2 Ord July 39 = ot: i 
Pet July 11. Nord tay = et ee 
Rrrsox. puomas, Wellingborough, Coal Merchant. Northampton. Pet July 19. 


Ord a’ 
pram, York, Innkeeper. York. Pet July 30. Ord July 30 


ROLiisson, 
and ALBERT Squire, A Norfolk, Farmers. Norwich. P 
July 20. Ge ane 3 = * 
Upper ot, Ietingten, Licensed Victualler. High Court. Pet 


eo Liverpool. Pet July 13. Ord July 29 
parse > > Sememammrene Leeds, out of business. Leeds. Pet July 23. 
es Sed Maryam, Deven, Geese, Exeter. Pet Aug 3. 
Pe ee Seen ae: High Uourt. Pet 
Wacnors, eee itd e Tunbridge Wells. 

a core, Sowerby Bridge, Yorks, Tailor. Halifax. Pet July 
Whricnr, + panel Gucaes, Broadwater, Builder. Brighton. Pet Aug 2. Ord 
ee eee, Tent Dames. Sheffield. Pet July 

The mony ondion Gasctte Fay Bn en a 


Baace. Some, and Frrrz ALBRECHT 5 ok ar Birming- 


Pet June 90. Ona dely te 
FIRST MEETINGS. 
AmEEy Aberene Waxtiss, C6 Vermouth, Grover. Aug 13 at 1%. Off Rec, 8, 
Baron 5 cam, Folkestone, Corn Dealer. Aug 18 at 10.90. 73, Sandgate rd, 
Barruorpr, Bassow te Verstes, 14 . Aug 17 at 10.20. 
(sep estate), Handsworth, Merchant. Aug 9 at 11. Queen’s 


2 
a Aug 9 
Bucx, — Birmingham, Boot Boct ‘Maker, Aug 16 at 11. 2%, Colmore row, Bir- 


Gite sees, Seckes, Soudion. Aug 12 st 11.20. Castle Hotel, Brecon 
Cae Mae gto ot OrneeRy Cana, Aug 16 at 12.16. Off 


7, 
Gloucestershire, Cattle Dealer. Aug 16 
-, On m Roper. Up Hatorey 
Corian, Siarms, i Hcfl, Smads Owner. Aug 16 at 11. IJn- 
Coswar, Exeter, Baker. Aug 12 at 11. Of Ree, 1%, Bedford circus, 
ee Aug 16at2.20. Off 


d Vict TL 





Denney, Bases, Liendysenl, Cardiganshire, Seddler. Aug 12 at 11. Of Bee, | Ds 





Davis, Wit14x, Walsall, Police Constable. Aug 15 at 11.20, Off Rec, Walsall | 
Pe house, Blecher Great Harwood, Weaver. Aug 12 at230. County cour} 


Danzet Fercuson Bzsrey, Liverpool, Shipwrights, 


Doone at 1 ft itec Victoria st, Liverpool “4 
aay wh Barrow is Burness in Furness, Accountant. Aug 17 at 10. 7 
Paxton * 
FRATEEaetons, Mosse, Bone ~ Spalding Moor. Yous. | Farmer. Aug 12 
1 Rec, CO. dgs, iW. lane, E 
FREEMAN, WILLIAM 18 Leadenhall se Merchant. Aug 12 at 12, 3 
Carey st. Lincoln’s fields 
GovULsTONE, HENRY ALBERT, Yate, Gloucestershire, Innkeeper. Aug 16 at 12.39 © 
Off Rec, Bank ch Rristo! 


Gann, Joan, Rosperham, Yorks, Grocer. Aug 16 at 11.30. Off Reo, Fistice | 
ie. 


Ww in st, Spitalfields, Coal Dealer. Aug 12 at 2.90, a) 
Carey Te. eee » 7 F 
W114, Choriey, Lancs, Draper. Aug 12 at 2.80. Off Rec, Bridge st : 
Hunivewat CAROLINE, Mirfield, Yorks, Draper. Aug i2at 8. Off Rec, » a 
, Mariner. Aug 18 at 11.30. Off Rec, High st, F 
nom, acta ae ( -“ el, Blrmingean Burstah, Hamburg, Merchant | 4 
° or = 
Jenene | Hiatt, Preston Bh y — ag Avon, Baker, | 
rt, Wiad MAS, — Hatter. Aug 165 at 3. 25, Colmor 
Hucx. °JoserH ny Westmorland, Builder. Aug i2at 12. King’s Arms | 
Huo, W: and Hgeyry Hucs, Endmoor, nr Kendal, Builders... Aug 12 at E 
= Wee dens 
wupest, GzorGR, Kingston upon Hull, Tobacconist. Aug 12 at 3. Off Reo : 
Lincoln’s oe bldgs, Bowlalley Hull 
JaRvIS, ‘1 HOMAS, Derby, out of business. Aug i$ at12. 28, Friar lane, Leices*es | q 
JENKINS, Evan, Aberdare,Grocer. Aug 15 at 12. Off Rec, Mertbyr Tydfil : 
Jounson, GzoreE, Godalming, Chemist. Aug 16atii. Cannon st Hotel vs 
LissaMaNn, WILLIAM, Leamington, Builder. Aug 16 at 2.45. Wright  Haseall, q 
solors. Laaneagoon 
Macus, Robert Wii1iam, Cannon st rd, St George in the East, Licensed - ; 
Vic'ualler. Aug 12 at 11. =, Ceeey Tagen t iam Seite é 
MatTHEW, oe Malvern, Boarding House keeper. Augi2atil. Of 
Monzisn. RicHaRD Woop, Leamin Dealer. Aug 16 at 11.30, Edw. . 
Thomas Peirson, Off "Rec, 17, are oe dow recA ° a 
tummy me Rk ow p=, Sees, , Builder. Aug 16 at 12.30, 2, 
Pass, BENJAMIN, and HARRY ALBERT, ewenstio on Tyne, Goods Dealers. Aug 


12 at 11.80. Off Rec, Pink lane. N m Tyne 
Enfield, Baker. ay i2.at 11. 


THOMAS, New lane, 16 Room, £0 and = 
31, St Swithin’s lane 
Reo, © Grorcs Henry, Birmingham, Tobacconist. Aug 18 at 11, 25, Colmore” 


RrcHAnDs. JouN, , Merionethshire, Grocer. Aug 12 at 1. Queen's! 
Hotel, Blaenau 


Roiisson, BENJaMIN, York, Innkeeper. Aug 12 at 12. Off Rec, 17, Blake sty” 
pests | yt St Leonards on Sea, Jeweller. Aug 15 at 12. Bankruptoy_ 


st, Lincoln’s inn, London 
Scott, THoMAs, ton upon Hull, Baker. Augigatii. Off Rec, Lincolu’s 


inn bldgs, Bowlaley lane Hull 
SHARP oe, Tolleshunt Major, Essex, Farmer. Aug 13 at 11. County Court, fi 
Sura, THOMAS, Bromsgrove, Baker. Ang 12 .at 10.90. Off Rec, Worcester 
Summers, EDWARD HoRATIO (sep porta), , Harborne, Staffordshire, Glass Beveller ; 
Aug 17 atil. 25, Colmore ; 
FRrEpeRice Gzorce ( estate), Burmingham, Coal Merchant. Aug@ é 
ae, SauDenscx x Gaaben aon ipwakp Horatio Suxcers, Birmingham, | 
Glass Bevellers. aug i? at it. 2%, Colmore row, Birmingham 1 
SYKEs. eee liverpoul, Gent. Aug 16 at 2. On "Reo, 365, Victoris st, Livers 


Tarim to spond SourHooaTe, Leeds, out of business. Aug i5at11. Off Res, | 
row, 
WHickgr, FsEDERICK JAmEs, Grocer. Augi2at12. Ban’ 7% 


st, 


Wriaes ¥eanons, ibe ee een 


Fruit Dealer, Aug i¢at3. Off Rec, | 

s inn bidgs, lane, 

Wee. Wo. K,, address unknown, Gent. Augi2atili. 33, Carey st, Lincola # | 

WOoLsTENHOLME, Josurn, Sowerby Bridge, Yorks, Tailor. Aug 16 at 3.90. Off 

The amended notice is substituted for that published in th & 

following DB ot July 26. pa n the 
katt, Dekes Wate, Miraingsem, Saeuees. Aug 9 at 11. rere 
ADJUDICATIONS. 

AssortT, W JOSEPH, Pil Devon, Paper Manufacturer. Barnstaple, 

Pet July 16. Ord July 90 _ ‘ 
ALpzgrson, Jonn, Shipley, Yorks, Carter. Bradford. Pet Aug 3, Ord Aug 3 

sisi ints a ana dati High Court. Pet July 6” 


8 ‘a 
Barnet, Gsoage, Thusice South Kensington, Veterinary Surgeon. High’ 


Court. Pet Ai Jaly 9 
nam, Waa sore. Clee, Lincolnshire, Smack Owner. @ 
Basra Axraguy W f 3 Ord Ang Ss Cheesemonger High Court, 
per mech armor Sheffield. Pet Aug % 6 


goat Rok, ar Bewdley, out of business, Kiddere 
Saddler. Warwick, Pet July 9h 

» Gloucestershire, Cattle Dealer. 0 
Comes, 4 = inh, Ubancery lane, Solicitor, High Court 


OCosway, Exeter, . Exeter. Pet July %. Ord July 9 


Onmoox, Jou Ronan, Torquay, Hotel Proprietor. Exeter. Pet July 6. Or” 
LxonazD, Birmingham, Fruiterer. Birmingham. Pet July 15. 


1, Lisndyseul, Cardiganshire, Saddler, Carinarthen Pet July 9 


sone Tao go 
ous de eres, Sat 
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Valsall 
ty court = 
is. Aug : 
$10. 2 






ug 12 at 
b 1%. & 
at 12.0) 
Figtres 
2.30, 3%, 
ridge st, 
c, Benk 
tochester © 
ferchant 
Baker, 
Colmore 
a@’s Arms 
Aug 12 at 
Off Rea 
Leices*er 
ifil 
sl 
Hassall, 
Licensed 
til. Of 
Edward 
12.30. @, 
rs. Aug 
m, £0 and 
, Colmore 
Queen's 
Blake st, 
okruptcy 
Lincolu’s 
ty Court, 


ster 
Beveller , 


nt. Aug 
ningham, 
st, Liver- 
Off Res, 
2. Ban 
Off Rec, 
Lincola 4 
8.30. Off 
the 


more row, 


arnstaple, 


i Aug 3 
t July 6 


on, High) 
x. Great 
ourt, Pet 
g 3. Ord 
. Kidder 
t July 9% 
or. Ohel: 
gh Court. 


ly 6. Of 
ly 15. Ord 
et July 9 
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es — Gt Harwood, Lancs, Weaver. Blackburn. Pet July 29 
Dopsor, oak. jun, Rugby, - Pabampangy Coventry. Pet July 21. Ord Aug 38 


FRATHERSTONE. MoRzIs, on Spalding Moor, Yorks, Farmer, Kingston 
apon Hu'l. Pot aly 1 Ord Augs +e 
Bergen. Jomm, Yardley, Worces. Jeweller. Birmingham. Pet June 25. Ord 


pours, Txomas, Orecy, , Anerley rd, Insurance Agent. High Court. Pet July 

=, ) = 9 tf patente rd, Provision Merchant. High Court. 

Connex, Waeran, eae De Dowcas Gorpon, Billiter st, Merchants. High Oourt. 

vm, Tenbury, \ WW orces, Livery Stable Keeper. Kidderminster. Pet 
Pheffield. Pet July1. Ord Augs 


Green, JOHN, Rotherham, Yorks, Grocer. 
oe Chorley, Lancashire, Draper. Bolton. Pet June 2%. Ord 
Christchurch, Hampshire, Watehmaker. Poole. Pet July 
ma Tanner’s hill, Deptford, Oilman. Greenwich. Pet July 
NN, THOMAS. peeemh, Northumberland, Grocer. Newcast!e on Tyne. 


Henrot July 18. Ord A 
Hrs, Joun, Rochester, feaed, Rochester. Pet July 80. Ord July 30 


Hinet, SaMUEL, Leeds, Bill Diseounter. Leeds. Pet Augs. Ord Aug 3 
ae. © Bran CameEnon, Billiter st, Engineer. High Court. Pet June27. Ord 
the elder, Blackwell Farm, nr Farmer. Carlisle. 
Jomearor zo uly 27 Toor tra July 30 bg 
Kerra, 618. On ay B 7 peed Green, Shoe Manufacturer. High Court. Pet 
une 1 u 
LarrHo one, Se = my Jonkea , Barnstaple, Licensed Victualler. Barnstaple. Pet 
u y 30 
=. YALFRED eae, Worksop, Nottinghamsbire, Painter. Sheffield. Pet 
ug 2. 


Ord Aug 3 
Marrert. gout, Boston Spa, Yorks, Photographer. York. Pet July 26. Ord 
u 


, Wakeme JaMEs, Rugby, Tailor. Ooventry. Pet July 2. Ord 
‘unde A Old ay Hackney, Furniture Dealer. High Court. Pet June 


June 16. Ord A 
METCESLMORE, Jane fiouny, Newton Abbot, Tailor. Exeter. Pet Aug2. Ord 


YWARD. WILLIAM, 
16. Ord July 30 


Puuxs, Sore Prop Hanley, Burslem, 
onW Nasu, Congleton. Cheshire, rietor. 
a Tunstall. Pet July 18. Ord Aug? aed 

Leeds, Woollen Merchant. Leeds. Pet June#2, Ord 


Pronmnoorti, RICHARD, 


July 
Prxw, THomas, Wardour st, Soho, Baker. High Court. Pet July9 Ord Augi 
Parronaun, Tuomas, New lane, Enfield, Baker. Edmonton. Pet July20, Ord 


uly 50 
Roarasor, G@orex, Rochdale, Boot Dealer. Oldham. Pet July 90. Ord 


Rotzisson, Benyamin, York, Innkeeper. York. Pet July 9. Ord July 30 


ger, WP = 25 Ord Fay 3 Great Grimsby, Smack Owner, Great Grimsby. 
oa 6 ~ 0 Oe ¢ Haywood, Staffordshire, Labourer, Staftord. Pet July 
es. Roages. oper st, Islington, Licensed Victualler. High Court. Pet 
Taran, ( Qgores SouTscoaTe, Leeds, out of business. Leeds. PetJuly28, Ord 


pam, Aizen Hats, Saint Marychurch, Devon, Grocer. Exeter, Pet Aug 3, 
Aug 
Tompxin, GrorGcE, Chesterton], Staffordshire, Baker. Hanley, Burslem, and 
Tunstall. Pet July 299. Ord A 
TURNER, Freon, Newcastle on ‘Sa. Money Lender. Newcastle on Tyne. 
Pet July 8 Ord July 29 
High Court. 


na KO Grovas, John st, Bedford row, Cabinet -Maker. 
4 
Worstpune, Tuomas, Bre Bradford, Dyer. Bradford. Pet July 13.. Ord July 29 
eat Maas. mix Elton, Cheshire, Licensed Viotualler. Macclesfield. Pet July 
le r 

a. asbrough, nr Rotherham, Yeast Dealer. Sheffield. Pet July 

_ ADJUDICATION ANNULLED. 

Bootmaker. 


SzaRLe, Henry. Moretonhampstead, Devon, 
2%. Annul July7 


London Gaszette.—TuEsDaY, Aug. 9. 


REVEIVING Onpans, 
sero Henry CADWALLADER, Twickenham, Esq tford. Pet Augs. Ord 
Newcastle on Tyne. Pet 


5 
ALLERSON, rity Newcastle on Tyne, Tobacconist. 
Aug 4 Ord Aug4 
AnpREW, RIcHARD, Gainsborough, Miller. Lincoln, Pet Aug 4. Ord Augé 
Remar. Wu114m, Rosherville, Kent, Gardener. Rochester. Pet Aug 4. Ord 
ug 4 
BenwORD, Huan W., Knookholt, Kent, Gent. Tunbridge Wells. Pet June 90. 
ug 4 
Berry. Witti1aM. Darlington. Tailors’ Assistant. Stockton on Tees and 
Midtlesborough. Pet Aug 6. Ord Aug 4 
peers, & MARY Awn, Leamington, Pork Buteber. Warwick. Pet July 90. Ord 
Curves Ronzer, Hayton, Cumberland, Farmer. Carlisle. Pet Aug 6. Ord 
Cowon, an " ang Clee, Lincolnshire, Fisherman, Great Grimsby. Pet 
now, Howann Fx FREDERICK, jun., The Broadway, Hammersmith, Draper. High 


Aug6. Ura Aug é 
Daviss, Seontnt Hgnry, Swansea, Builder. Swansea, Pet Aug 4. Ord Aug 4 


Daven, Saycat, Biogsjen on Hull, Fish Merchant. Kiogstonon Hull. Pet July 
4. 
Daweon, Gaonan Mason, Broadstairs, Builder. Canterbury, Pet Augé. Ord 
Fann, Gwamntax, Porth, Glamorganshire, Grocer, Pontypridd. Pet Aug 4. 
4 

Fiaru, Panpeacx, and WituiamM Howrorp Fam Dewsbury, Yorks, Iron- 
. founders. Dewsbury. Pet Aug 5 

JOSEPH Frere, and Dewsbury, Yorke, Ol 
Gong Bowann, Ryde 1 W., Moniman. Newporvand Ryde, PetJulys, Ord 


Pet Aug 5. Ord. Aug 
@nocan. Huon, Chestion vpon Medlock, Manchester, Builder, Prestoa, Pet 
July 1, Urd Aug 


Wricut, Joun, 
2. Ord J 


. Exeter. Adjud Feb 





Groves. Tomas EpwaArp, pk, Leicestershire, Carriage Builder. 
may esl Gas SANE toy tees High Court. Pet Aug 
Bunnie, Havas, Norfolk 9, Lodging House Keeper. High Court. Pet 


Hana os Hatt et High Oourt. Pet June%s, Ord Angé 
Hresex, J can Maxam, Gt Temnath; Neate, Sip Gale. Gt Yarmouth. 


Pet Au 5 ~* 

Surrn, Bradford, Worsted Stuff Makers. 
crs a . 
. Derby. Pet Aug4. Ord Augé 


Suse dicsneen Shenan een Gloucester. Pet Aug6é. Ord Augé 
Senet Sean buna Donia Wreszham. Pet Aug4. Ord Aug 4 
MeEtnovens, Jauzs, York, Painter. York. Pet Augé. Ord Aug 6 
Norzs, Ronuret Joun, Swansea, Bootmaker. Swansea. Pet Augé. Ord Aug 4 
Orme, JouN, West Bromwich, Staffs, Butcher. Oldbury. Pet Aug 6, Ord Aug 6 
PaLMER, EDWARD, Bitton, Glouces, Draper. Bristol. Pet Augé. Ord Aug6é 
Payne, James, Bath. Bootmaker. Bath. Pet Aug4. Ord Aug 4 
PHILLIPs, W1ILL14M, Hereford, Coal Agent. Hereford. Pet Aug6. Ord Augé 
Purvor, 0. Daweow, Tobenhouse gual, Gent. High Court. Pet July 2. Ord 


ee EE Seen = oe Liverpoo!. 
ara Northumberland, no occupation. Newcastle on 
ottingham Lace Manufacturer. Nottingham. Pet Aug 
et yeemeg Canterbury. Pet Aug 5. Ord 
“riuizaxc, Kilkhampton, Cornwall, Farmer. Barnstaple. Pet Aug 3. 
SILVER, "et pest Ord kent ee 
Srnvoe, Faux. Kau tatond, Cheshire, Coal Merchant. Manchester. Pot Aug’. 

Tare, JosErH, Wentbridge, nr Pontefract, Farmer. Wakefield. Pet Augé. Ord 
en pigeons Newcastle on Tyne. Pet Auz 
STEPHEN AINswortH, Burnley, Lancashire, Picker Maker. Burnley. 

Pet Aug 3. Ord Aug 4 

Touma, Gacaaa, Strafford rd, Acton, Florist. Brentford. Pet Aug 3. Ord 
Toast‘ axrun Raa, Bath, Batng-booe Kooper Bath, Pet Aug 4. Ord 
Wairans, Wac1ix, Robeart st, Brixton, out of business High Court. Pet 


Aug6. Ord Aug 
FIRST MEETINGS. 
ALDERSON, JonN, Shipley, Yorks, Carter. Aug 7 atii. $1, Manor rd, Bradford 


Pink lane, Newcastle on 
Barzy, W: Rosherville, Gardener. Aug 18 at 11.39. Off Reo, High 
Br Vino, Halen, Lanuahins entatiesienin, Aug 17 at 3. Midland Hotel, 


Wiaia, Wendiat, Lanta, que ot butane, Aug 17 at 12. Off Reo, 22, 
Buoom, (:xoncs, Hoxton st, Hoxton, Timber Merchant. -Aug iTat il. 33, Carey 
Canwgii> Desaes, aren, Content, Say: Aug 18 at 1% Off Reo, %, 
Conan, JOHN, hill, near Mansfield, Tailor. Aug 16 at 12. Off Reo, 1, 
cunrm, Guanine Ri> ceton upon Hull, Saw Mill Foreman. Aug 18 at 1. Of 

Ang 16 at 11. Off Reo, i, High 

Davrie, GnonGs HENRY, Swansea, Builder, Aug 17 at 3. Off Rec, ¢, Rutland st, 
Dawson, Witt1aM WELisurY, Gt Grimsby, Oil Manufacturer. Aug i? at 1%. 3, 
oustun e non, aldtnzen, ar Brighton, Gent Aug 17at 1, Bankraptcr 
a gt Lanes, Grocer. Aug 17 at 11. 14, Wood street, 
dona any, rae In ot Wie, Menem Aug @% at il. Off Reo, New- 
vEs, THomas Epwarp. Aylestone Leicestershire, Carriage Builder. 

Aug 19at:2. 28, Friar lane. 

Fuonsap Bacau, Gendwicn, Maker. Aug 17 at 11.45. Bankraptey 
Hastxr, Chichester, Esq. Aug 17 at 12, Bankruptcy bidgs, 
Hopexrmson, Joserx, Derby, Butcher. Aug 17 at12. Off Reo, St James's chbes, 
Ss, a Aug 17 at 12. Off Reo, 1, 
Hoy, ALema, eevee. Augivatii. Bank- 

On Wiss Joun CHARLES, Margate Baker, Aug If af 12.30, Baskraptey 
Queen Victoria st, Café Proprietor. Aug iT at 12. 38°, 
Mon, Grocer, Aug 17 at 12, Off Reo, 12 Tredegar pl, 
Pembroke Dock, Grocer. Aug 16 at 3. Off Reo, Car~ 
Davi, Rye, Sussex, Coach Builder, Aug 6 at2. County 


Mutpovans, James, York, Painter. Aug 19at12. Off Reo, York 
Jossrn, Hanley, Brickmaker. Aug % at 4. Off Reo, Newonstle under 


mn J Newton abbott, Devorshire, Tailor. Anp 16st 
Morne, WILLIAM, Commission Agent. Aug I? at ll. Oi Reo. 
Novas, 0 Bootmaker, Aug if at 11, Off Reo, ¢ Ruth’ 

Wheelwright, Ang If at 1. Of 
st, Trommonger. Aug 18 at 12. Bankruptey 
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PorsTor, W pletenton, Stat Staffordshire, Farm Labourer. Aug 2 at 2. 


WILLIAM, 
Off Rec, Newcastle under 
Goefort uumberland, no occupation. Ang 18 at 3. Off 


orth, No. 
Ree, k lane, Newcastle cn Tyn 


Wellingborough, Coal “Merchant. Aug 18 at 4. County Court, 
y, Bucks, Draper. Aug 18 at 2. County Court, North- 
. WILLIAM Grorcos, Gt Grimsby, Smack Owner. Aug 17 ati. Off Rec, 
3, Haven st. Gt Grimsby 
ScorT, A.G, Popehalt chbra, Stockbroker. Aug 16 at 11. Bankruptcy bidgs, 
Liacoln’s 
metge Wri Henney, Birchfield, Staffs, Jeweller. Aug 24 at 3. 25, Colmore 
Txep, Ar: ALFRED aaee. 16, Union ter, St Mary Church, Devon, Grocer. Aug 17 at 
3, Castle of Exeter, 
Tomson, PerER, Hedworth, 1 Durham, Farmer. Aug 18 at 2.30. Off Rec, Pink 
TomPxin, GrorGz, Silverdale, Staffs, Baker. Aug 24 at 4. Off Rec, Newcastle 
e 
Watpror, ‘joum, Walthamstow, Baker. AugiS8atii. 383, Carey st, Lincoln’s 
Wriipine, Hexry AmsiEr, Erohestok st, Gray’s inn rd, Clerk. Aug 17 at 11. 
Bankruptcy bldgs, Lincoln’s 
wets, Care EORGE, Askew Gaveumt, ekew rd, Shepherd’s Bush. Aug 17 at 12. 
‘ton, eS — platen Commission Agent. 
County Court, eriampien 
GzorGE, Broadwater, Builder. Aug 18 at 12. 4, Pavilion 
Werront, bile Brighcon nt Rotherham, Yeast Dealer. Aug 17 at 11,390. Off 


Figtree lane, Sheffield 
ADJUDICATIONS. 
ALBERT, EDWARD, EMANUEL ALBERT, tnt Francis HavprMaN, Station rd, 
Willesden, Giass Maoufacturers. Court. Pet July 14. Ord Aug 4 
ANDREW, RICHARD, Gainsborough, Miller. “Tineola. Pet Aug 4. Ord Aug 4 
Baker, FREDERICK Gucpes, Seattle, I.W., Watchmaker. Newport and Ryde. 
Pet July 23. Ord July 
ogee ed, Witiiam, Roshex ville, Kent, Gardener. Rochester. Pet Aug 3. Ord 
ug 4 
a er ~ yr" ADIEU, Southend, Licensed Victualler High Court. Pet 
4 ug 6 
ALFRED, King’s Head ct, Shoe Jane, Publican. High Court. Ord Aug 4 
Brrey, WitL1aM. Darlington, Tailor’s Assistant. Stockton on Tees and Middles- 
Pet Aug4. Ord Aug4 
re Nelson, Lancashire, out of business. Burnley. Pet July 29. Ord 
- J ya  aeaaaae ur Batley, Rag Merchant. Dewsbury. Pet July 
1 
7 3 RUEBEN, High rd, Kilburn, Draper. High Court. Pet July 29. Ord 
ug 6 
re - ceed Messtrzr, Bath, Corn Merchant. Bath. Pet July 16. 
ir ug 
. RICHARD, Liverpool, Ship Broker. Liverpool. Pet July 1. Ord Aug 2 
ELD, Ex1yan TaTHAM, Nelson, Lancashire, Builder. Burnley. Pet July 
19 Ord Ang 4 

CAaLWELL. RoBERT, Hayton, Cumberland, Farmer. Carlisle. Pet Aug 6. Ord 
Ord Aug 4 


Aug 6 
CLUTTEERBUCK, JABEZ, Bristol, out of business. Bristol. Pet July 21. 
— sa. oe Clee, Lincolnshire, Fisherman. Great Grimsby. Pet 


aoe & 


CROWTHER, aK, ATi cst Vale, nr Halifax, Rate Collector. Halifax. Pet July 
29. Ord Aug 5 


Datrrorr, Benjamin, City rd, Boot Manufactirer. High Court. Pet July 5. 
ug 4 


Davtss, Groncx Hewnry, Swansea, Builder. Swansea. Pet Aug 4. Ord Aug 5 
Davis; Wit11amM, Walsall, Police Constable. Walsall. Pet July 27. Ord Aug 4 
paren. S GzorGE Mason, Broadstairs, Builder. Canterbury. Pet Aug 4. Ord 


Fare. Grrenassx, Porth, Glamorganshire, Grocer. Pontypridd. Pet Aug 3 

Fiera. FREDERICK, Joszrn FisrE, and Epwis Friern, Dewsbury, Joiners. 

Fretu, FREDERICK, and Wim ) 7 5 Fiera, Dewsbury, Yorks, Iron- 
founders. Dewsbury. Pet ag Ord Aug 

GEERARD, THOMAS, Hindley, Lancs, Grocer. Wigan. Pet Auzg3. Ord Aug5 


— a Ryde, I W, Mealman. Newportand Ryde, Pet July 5. Ord 
Govisroxs, Hass ALBERT, Yate, Glouces, Innkeeper. Bristol. Pet July 28. 
Groves, oe or ep mh pk, Leicestershire, Carriage Builder. 
ie Mi: field, Yorks, Draper. Dewsbury. Pet July 28. 
eee — Maxtep, Gt Yarmouth, Shipsmith. Gt Yarmouth, Pet Aug 5. 
8, Leather lane, Provision Dealer. High Court. Pet July 91. Ord 
Bradford, Worsted Stuff Makers. 


Derby. Pet Aug3. Ord Aug4 


. and Ho.tinas — 
Bradford. Pet Aug4. Ord Aug 
Hopexrsson, JosEern, sre Scuba: 











Hoy, wage Romford ra, Bases Gate, Nurseryman. High Court. Pet 
ug 5 
Hvenm, 2 thee end THomas Owen, Bangor, Ironmongers. Bangor, 
ug Ord 
LAUNDON, JOHN Eapy, xibworth Besashaen, Leicestershire, Butcher. 
ter. Pet Jul Ord Aug 
LEE, FAULKNER, evonshire te ot Portiand st, Surveyor. High Oourt. 
, JOSEPH wr King's Lynn, Lodging-house Keeper, 
r u 
Mon, Gooeer. Newport, Mon. Pet July 90. Ord 
LzEwis, Hewry WALTER, Bath, Plumber. Bath. Pet July20. OrdAugs — 
Lewis, J aes T Tomas, Pembroke Dock, Grocer. Pembroke Dock. Pet July 9) 


LOVETT, Pron, hal Aston, Warwickshire, Coal Merchant. Birmingham. 
—e Ord A 
maw Mics, Kirby Bellars, Leicestershire, Farmer. ‘ic 


Mer ensaly tO ‘. Ord A 3 aay 
maa i ae or Aug?. Ord A 
Noyes, RoBERrt JoHwN, renee Maker. Swansea. Pet Aug4. Ord 


Ovays, Joasrm, Henbury, Gloucestershire, Wheelwright, Bristol. Pet A 
PaReneot, A ArruurR, Leicester, Caterer. Leicester. Pet June 29. 


uly 
PHILLIPS, WILLIAM, — Coal Agent. Hereford. Pet Aug6. Ord 
, CATARINA, Wigmore at, Cavendiah sq, Italian Warehouseman. Hf 
Court. Pet A rit 80. Ord A 
PooLE, REGINALD UDE. and ‘iename Francis LAMBERT BROWN. Queen 
toria st, Mantle Manufacturers. High Court. Pet Aug 3. “Ora Aug4 | 
Porrer, Tuomas, Gosforth, Northumber i, no occupation, Newcastle. PB 


Aug4. Ord Aug 4. 
Rosnyney W., Brabant ct, Tea Merchant. High Court. Pet June 13, 


Ropwax. CHARLEs JOHN, Hellewart, Gloucestershire, Ironmonger. Glouce 
Pet June 27. Ord Aug 4 
Savapane, Sam, Folkestone, Boot Dealer. Canterbury. Pet Aug 4, 
U 


Be, the younger, Tittle Row, nr Maidenhead, Machinist. Wi 
r Enuts taford, Cheshire, Coal Merchant, Manchester. Pet 


Aug 5 
Syxes, BENIN, Liverpool, Gent. Liverpool. Pet July 12. Ord Aug? 
Taxes, Beweee Pore, Oat lane, Trimming Manufacturer. High Court. 
uly 1 
THomson, Peres, Hi Hedworth, Duraham, Farmer. Newcastle. Pet Aug 4. 
Au 


Taonrs, Wnutzax, ouaPReriey. Nottingham, Lace Manufacturer. Nottingh 
une 
Toyny, HENRY, Wem, Shropshire, Builder. Shrewsbury. PetJuly 8. Ord 


1 
Warcem. PT r Jaxes, Tunbridge Wells, Grocer. Tunbridge Wel's. 
uly ir 
ys Tuomas. ES Derbyshire, Builder. Derby. Pet July 5. 


Aug 4 
Wane: Seance, Wandsworth rd, out of business. High Oourt. Pet A 
7 
Wousmariorsce, JosEPH, Sowerby bridge, Yorks, Tailor. Halifax. Pe: Jul 


Ord Aug 
ADJUDICATION ANNULLE ‘ 
UTHRIE, CHARLES SETON J AMES LISTER, Bonen oe Fiowailly, Esq. High Cc 
Adjud Dec 3. Annul Aug 4 








BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 
MARRIAGE. 


DAVIEs -TINSLEY.—July 28, at Grap Vere Beamont Davite pe Wal 
fen, ectionier, fo Mynataline ‘e Mary. ughter of James Tinsley, J.P., of Warri 





The Subscription to the Soutcrrons’ Jounnat ts—Town, 268, 
Country, 286. 6d. ; with the Wauxty Reronrsn, 53s, Payment in 
vance includis Double Numbers and Postage. Subscribers can 
their Volumce bound at the ofice—cloth, 28. 6d., half law calf, 5a. 
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SCRWEITZER’S COCOATINA. 


ic Cocoa or Chocolate Powder. 
aunstiaed Soluble Cocoa of the Finest Quality, | 
excess of fat extracted. | 
pronounce it “‘the most nutritions, ore 
cone bev: for Breakfast, Luncheon, or 
Sapper, and invaluable for Invalids and Children.”’ 
ite om by the entire Medical Press. 
sugar, spice, or other admixture, it suits 
all palates, keeps = years in all climates, and is four } 
‘imes the strength cf cocoas THICKENED yet WEAKENED 
ite sterch, &c., and 1m geaLiry cuzarre than such 
M: open 
Mace instantaneously with boiling water, a te*spoonful 
, 10,8 Breakfast Cup, costing less than s hal ny. 
vs@ma La Vastiie is the most delicate, digestible, 
veo peat Manilla , gaa mer taken when | 


ted. 
In tins ot 1s. 64, 36, Ss. 64., &c., by Chemists and 
Grocers. 


Charities on Special Terms by the Sole Proprietor, 
A. Seuwarrzzs 4 U 10, Kdeea-ot., Btreod, London, W.C, 


ROBE 


To Her M 
the J 


EDE AND SON, 


BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT, 
4 sett, tee im § Lord Chancell 
h, Corporation of t London, 
| BOBES FOR QUEEN'S COUNSEL AND BARRISTERS. 
SOLICITORS’ GOWNS. 


Law W end Gowns tor Registracs, Towa Clerks, 
* and Clerks of the Peace. 


CORPORATION ROBES, UNIVERSITY AND CLERGY GOWNS 
ESTABLISHED 1699. 


94, CHANCERY LANE LONDON. 


UNTEARABLE LETTE 
COPYING BOOKS. 3 


(HOWARD'S PATENT.) 
1,000 Leaf Book, 5s. 6d. 
500 Leaf Book, 3s. 6d. 
English mad 
THE BEST LETTER COPYING BOOK Ot . 
WODDERSPOON & OO,, 
1, SERLE STREET, awp 1, PORTUGAL 8T 
LINOOLN’S INN, W.O. 
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